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One of 


The Most Important Articles We've 
Published, written on the most VITAL tissue facing the 


Christian Church begins (complete i this issue) on p. 4. 


AFFIRMING: 


@ that the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments were written by men 


inspired by the Holy Spirit. 
@ that they are the Word of God. 
@ that they are the revelation of God’s will for man and of man’s duty to God. 
@ that they are the only infallible and authoritative rule of faith and life. 


We urge you to read tt! 
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EDITORIAL 





What Shall I Preach? 
The Word Or The World? 


During the First World War, a pious pastor be- 
came so engrossed in the American cause that on 
Sunday his people only got warmed over what they 
had to read in the papers and periodicals every day 
of the week. 


When the servant of Elisha saw the horses and 
chariots of the Syrians, come to capture and carry 
away the man of God, he was terrified. But at the 
prayer of Elisha his eyes were opened and he beheld 
the mountain full of horses and chariots of fire round 
about Elisha. Accordingly, he learned that they which 
are for us are more than they that be against us. 


An examination of this current world is certainly 
discouraging, perhaps terrifying. Why should we ex- 
pect it to be different? The world rejected the Mes- 
siah as an infant. Herod slew the babes of Bethle- 
hem in an effort to rid the world of the Christ Child. 
When virtue had unfolded itself in perfect and com- 
plete manhood, this world crucified virtue Incarnate. 
If we are only or chiefly preaching the world to the 
Church we are inviting pessimism. 


But when the Holy Spirit illumines our eyes as He 
did the eyes of the servant of the man of God so that 
we see heaven opened and armies of heaven follow- 
ing the Faithful and True Rider on the white horse, 
courage replaces discouragement — hope supplants 
fear. 


Then vexilla Dei prodeunt. Now the name of this 
glorious rider is THE WORD OF GOD, the King 
of kings and the Lord of lords. Brethren, the seed of 
the Kingdom is the Word of God. We are born 
again not of corruptible seed but of incorruptible 
by the Word of God. Our people are to receive with 
meekness the engrafted Word, and to cherish the 


2 


memory of those that spake unto them the Word of 
God. Therefore, preach the Word. 


—Wm.C.R. 





What Is The Bible Basis 
For Women Elders? 


According to reports in another periodical, our 
Church is faced with the issue of whether or not to 
have women as suling elders. Our first concern in 
this matter is this: what is the rule by which the 
issue is to be settled? Are we to determine this mat- 
ter, aS so many other questions have been decided 
of late, by human reasoning; or is it to be determined 
by appeal to the Word? 


Is the appeal to be made to the number or the 
prominence of the advocates of the change? or by 
reference to the practice of other churches? or to 
democratic principles? or to the ‘acknowledged in- 
tellectual and spiritual abilities of many of our 
Church women? 


Interesting as such matters are, they do not, in the 
opinion of the writer, constitute the basis upon 
which our Church professes to settle issues. Our 
first ordination vow commits us to the Holy Scrip- 
tures as our rule of faith and practice. The first 
chapter of our Confession asserts that the Supreme 
Judge by which all issues in religion are to be settled 
“can be no other but the Holy Spirit speaking in 
the Scripture.” In our third ordination vow we ex- 
press our approval of the government and discipline 
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States. Now 
our Book of Church Order is more emphatic in de- 
riving our government from the Bible than is that 
of the U.S.A. Book. It starts with an assertion of the 
Scriptural character of Presbyterianism, and adds 
thereto in its tenth paragraph, thus: 

“Christ, as King, has given to His Church, 


officers, oracles and ordinances; and especially 
has He ordained therein His system of doc- 
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trine, GOVERNMENT, discipline, and wor- 
ship; all of which are either expressly set down 
in Scripture, or by good and necessary infer- 
ence may be deduced therefrom; and to which 
things He commands THAT NOTHING BE 
ADDED and that from them naught be taken 
away.” (Emphasis supplied). 


While many of the leaders of the U.S.A. Church un- 
derstand that the ruling elder is the representative of 
the people and gets his position and authority from 
them, the fathers of the Southern Church wrote into 
our Book of Church Order their doctrine that the 
presbyter of the New Testament, as of the Jewish 
synagogue, is primarily the ruling elder, the shepherd 
of the flock. Thus, the ruling elder is the gift of the 
ascended Christ to the Church, and from the Head 
of the Church the elder receives his position, prerog- 
atives, qualifications and authorization. 


Consequently, with the highest respect for those 
who have suggested this change, we invite them to 
give us the exegetical or Scriptural basis for the pro- 
posal they are advocating. —Wm.CR. 





Our Gracious God 


Let us start this year with a renewed act of faith 
in the God of all grace, who has blessed us with all 
spiritual blessings in the heavenlies in Christ Jesus. 
For salvation is all of grace; and the mercy of God 
is the logic of our religion. 


God chose us in Christ Jesus before the founda- 
tion of the world. He saved us according to His own 
purpose and grace that were given us in Christ be- 
fore times eternal. If you would know that God 
loved you because He is gracious, not because you 
were of “supreme worth” or of “infinite value” go 
back with Calvin to Ephesians 1 or I Peter 1:1-2. In 
choosing us before we were, God did not elect us 
because of any worth we had—but because He looked 
upon us in the Beloved. “The foreknowledge of 
God excludes every worthiness on the part of man.” 


_At redemption that which remained of the crea- 
tion of God was an object of His approbation, but 
that which came from our rebellion was an object of 
His just opposition. What was still of Him He de- 
lighted in; what we had wrought (sin) He con- 
demned. “In adopting us, therefore, God does not 
inquire what we are, and is not reconciled to us by 
any personal worth” (Calvin). God so loved as to 
give His only begotten Son for the salvation of a 


world that was “hateful and hating”, that cut off the 
heads of the babes of Bethlehem and crucified the 
Lord of glory. Yea, it is through the blackest crime 
ever committed—the Crucifixion of Christ—that God 
manifests His exact justice and rich grace in the sal- 
vation of sinners. 


Likewise, God is gracious in the work of salva- 
tion. As Christ died for us even while we were en- 
emies of God, so the Holy Spirit illumined these 
natural hearts which were rooted in sin-blinding en- 
mity and turned them from hatred to God to a love 
responding to His great love for us. Thus grace 
means the goodness or love of God, the freeness or 
gratuitousness of that love, and the saving power or 
efficacy of this gracious love. The Sermon on the 
Mount is the pattern of gracious living that ensues 
when His children become like the heavenly Father 
who is perfect in His grace. 


Again in His infinite wisdom, God has provided 
the means by which He works His grace in us, name- 
ly the Word, the sacraments and prayer communion 
with the Father. He who knows all things has given 
us the Holy Scriptures to be the guide for our lives 
as we walk through this world of sin, and shame, and 
fear. If vou would enjoy the grace of our God lay 
hold of His bountiful promises. They are all yea in 
Christ, they are sealed in the sacraments, they are to 
be plead in prayer. Yes and yield to His admonitions. 
His judgments are true and righteous altogether, 
and no man is so high on top that God cannot topple 
him to the earth. And no one is so low that God 
cannot exalt. The LORD who is righteous in all 
His ways and gracious in all His works, upholds all 
that fall and raises up all those that are bowed down. 
Here is Calvin's hymn of praise® to our gracious 
Lord: 


“T greet Thee, who my sure Redeemer art, 
My only trust, and Saviour of my heart! 
Who so much toil and woe 
And pain didst undergo 
For my poor worthless sake; 
We pray Thee from our hearts, 
All idle griefs and smarts 
And foolish cares to take. 


Thou art the true and perfect gentleness; 
No harshness hast Thou, and no bitterness: 
Make us to taste and prove, 
Make us adore and love 
The sweet grace found in Thee; 
With longing to abide 
Ever at Thy dear side 
In the sweet eternity.” 


—Wm.C.R. 
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NALYSIS 


By L. Nelson Bell, M.D., F.A.C.S. 


of an address 


“THE BIBLE For TopAy” 


Dr. Ernest TRICE THOMPSON 


The inescapable issue before the Church, before 
which all others pale into insignificance, is what we 
shall believe about the Bible. Attacks on the in- 
tegrity and the authority of the Bible are nothing 
new. A hundred years ago these attacks were ad- 
vanced by skeptics like Ingersoll and they were met 
and discussed by our believing fathers with a staunch 
faith and a clear reasoning. They did not destroy 
their faith in the Bible as the Word of God or lead 


them to reject its inerrancy. 


We are living in a generation in which skepticism, 
engendered by the acceptance of Higher Criticism, 
is now entrenched in the theological world so that 
questions, reflections on and denials of part of God’s 
Word are commonplace within the Church and its 
leadership. 


The immediate rejoinder of those taking a critical 
attitude to the Bible is that we now live in a more 
enlightened and scientific age, that scholarship has 
advanced and become more productive, and that as a 
result we are forced to accept the “assured” findings 
of modern scholarship and adjust our faith and our 
thinking to human wisdom and reasoning. 


But, the man in the pew and the man on the 
street is becoming increasingly restive under a min- 
istry and a teaching which denies to them both the 
truthfulness and the authority of God’s Holy Word. 


_& 


They see nothing in this new denial of the Bible to 
distinguish it from the denials of past generations 
and they resent the implications that the truth and 
the meaning of the Scriptures are ultimately re- 
served for those scholars who have sat down with a 
critical eye and heart to dissect and deny the clear 
statements and the obvious meanings of the Book 
which has blessed and continues to bless those who 
go to it with humble and hungry hearts, trusting in 
the leading and the teaching of God’s Holy Spirit, 
to impart its truths to their eternal as well as their 
daily needs. 


Never has this writer approached a task with / 


more prayer, a greater sense of inadequacy, and yet ~ 


with a clearer sense of impelling duty and urgency, 
than he has felt and feels in taking up this matter. 
The occasion of this article is an address given by 
Dr. Ernest Trice Thompson, of Union Theological 
Seminary in Richmond, Va., before a large group of 
students at Columbia Theological Seminary by in- 
vitation of Dr. Richard T. Gillespie, on October 11, 
1951. This address was mimeographed after Dr. 
Thompson had re-edited his manuscript and has but 
recently been distributed to those students, and 
others, who asked for a copy. 


This article is not an attack on Dr. Thompson. 
We do not question his piety, his devotion, 
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his sincerity, or his scholarship. But, we unhesitat- 
ingly take issue with the view of the Bible and its 
inspiration, or lack of it, as clearly set forth in this 
lecture. We do this because here we find the same 
old questions and denials of the past several genera- 
tions, rehashed and unanswered. It is one thing to 
hold these views; it is an entirely different and far 
more serious matter to transmit them to others 
under the guise of modern scholarship. 


We are deeply concerned for the students who 
come under the influence of such teaching, not be- 
cause it is isolated but rather because it is becoming 
prevalent in Church-related institutions, as well as 
in state universities and colleges. Here young people 
are coming face to face with older men of wide ex- 
perience, some of them with obvious scholarship, and 
all of them having behind them the authority of the 
institutions in which they teach. They are attractive, 
sincere and plausible and the students are at a tre- 
mendous disadvantage should their teaching be out 
of accord with the truth. 


Many students emerge from such courses with 
their faith in the Bible impaired, resembling a bird 
trying to fly with a broken wing. They still are 
eager to serve the Lord but there is a joy missing, 
an authority is lacking and in their innermost souls 
they know they have made a spiritual compromise. 
Their preaching contains less of the Word and more 
of the world, consequently it is less effective—for 
faith cometh by hearing and hearing by the Word 
of God. Unable to preach with a clear-cut, “Thus 
saith the Lord,” they are forced more and more 
into a dependence on educational and other pro- 


grams, aids to worship, liturgical forms and organ-- 


izational outlets. 


As much as we believe in an educated ministry, 
and as much as our own ancestry and personal back- 
ground has been rooted in an intellectual Presby- 
terianism, we are convinced that a poorly educated 
ministry which has an unimpaired faith in the Word 
of God will accomplish far more for the advance- 
ment of God’s Kingdom than a ministry composed 
of men, all of whom might boast Th.M., Th.D. and 
Ph.D. degrees, but who have a question in their 
minds and hearts as to the reliability and the au- 
thority of the Book, the Sword of the Spirit, from 
which alone they receive the instruction and the in- 
formation necessary to a successful ministry and by 
which alone they can hope to effectively wage a spir- 
itual warfare against the enemy of souls, Satan. 


One of the noteworthy features of the past few 
decades has been the almost phenomenal increase in 
“Bible Schools.” Most of these schools are inter- or 
non-denominational. In the case of not a few the 
educational requirements and standards are low. In 
some cases there is an over-emphasis on certain ’isms 
which is unwholesome and at times dangerous. But 
most, if not all, of them owe their popularity and 
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their drawing power to the fact that they claim to 
be “Bible-believing,” and they send forth men with 
enthusiasm for preaching the Gospel. They are both 
a challenge and a rebuke to the liberal theological 
seminaries, where a “critical” attitude to the Bible 
is taken; and men are taught that the Bible is a very 
human book which has very many errors, and while 


it contains the words of God, it is not the Word of 
God. 


We are painfully aware of the question which 
will immediately arise in the minds of many—of the 
propriety of one who is a physician presuming to 
take issue with a theologian with reference to the 
Bible and its contents. 


But, the Bible which this address would show 
to be untrustworthy, containing error and even 
fraud, and only to be rightly evaluated by modern 
scholarship, is the same Bible the writer reads every 
day and whith, under the guidance and the blessing 
of the Holy Spirit he has found to be trustworthy, 
practical and ready to guide and bless in every con- 
tingency of daily life. It is the same Book which 
loses none of its charm, or authority, when trans- 
lated into the other languages of the earth and we 
have seen it bless and change the hearts and lives of 
tens of thousands in mission fields across the world. 
These people, having neither the help nor the hin- 
drance of a scholarship which is critical and pre- 
sumptuous, but taught by the Holy Spirit Who Him- 
self immediately inspired the writers of the Word, 
find these pages open as they come in faith, with 
humble hearts, to hear what God has to say. 


Therefore, while keenly aware of the limitations 
under which we labor, we nevertheless take issue 
with this address because in our judgment this 
matter strikes at the very heart of Spiritual power 
and with it the effectiveness or failure of Christian 
witness, 


Before going into print we have submitted this 
analysis to four outstanding teachers, all identified 
now or formerly with theological seminaries, and 
all recognized scholars. Incidentally these men are 
all Presbyterians, two members of our own Church 
and two of the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 


We did this to ascertain whether our position 
will bear the light of recognized Biblical scholar- 
ship today. It has been heartening in the extreme 
to realize anew that in our present generation, not 





Many subscribers have already reserved 
extra copies of this issue in advance, antici- 
pating the widespread importance of the con- 
tents of this particular issue. IF YOU HURRY 
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only these friends but also many other scholars 
across America and the world still hold to the 
Bible in its entirety and are prepared to give 
scholarly evidence and reason for their faith. 


At the same time, we take full responsibility for 
this analysis because we are speaking as a layman, as 
an elder and as one who sits in the pew and who 
does not propose to have taken from him the Bible, 
the Word of God, and in its place substituted a 
human book—one in which God speaks in places, 
yes—but one filled with errors, human misconcep- 
tions and even fraud. We take this responsibility be- 
cause men desperately need this Book and its teach- 
ings and attacks on both its integrity and its author- 
ity must be challenged and faith in God and His 
Word renewed if the individual and the social order 
are to survive. 


That we may be entirely fair to Dr. Thompson 
we are printing his address in full. Further, that 
nothing shall be taken from its context the para- 
graph, or paragraphs, from Dr. Thompson’s address 
which are under immediate discussion are being 
printed directly above in quotations. 


THE BIBLE FOR TODAY 
By Ernest Trice Thompson 


Union Theological Seminary 


Richmond, Va. 


“A few years ago, Charles Clayton Morrison, 
then editor of The Christian Century, wrote a 
series of articles discussing the question: ‘Can 
Protestantism Win America?’ In these articles 
he pointed out that: ‘Three major forces are 
now bidding for ascendency in the cultural and 
spiritual life of America. These forces are 
Protestantism, Roman Catholicism and Secu- 
larism.’ Each of these forces, he continues, is 
out to win America if it can. ‘Secularism has 
made great strides in the past century in cap- 
turing large areas of the American mind. Like- 
wise Roman Catholicism has greatly extended 
its influence, and is integrating its forces and 
gathering strength for still further gains.’ 
What about Protestantism? There was a time 
when it held an ascendant position in the 
American community. But that time, according 
to Dr. Morrison, is now definitely passed. Prot- 
estantism today is losing ground to both sec- 
ularism and to Roman Catholicism in America, 
and will continue to do so as long as present 
tendencies remain unchecked. I do not believe 
that any informed man will challenge this con- 
clusion.” 


We quite agree that no “informed man’ will take 
issue with Dr. Charles Clayton Morrison’s assertion 
that: “Protestantism today is losing ground to both 
secularism and to Roman Catholicism in America, 
and will continue to do so as long as present tend- 
encies remain unchecked.” 


The issue is not as to the fact, but as to its cause. 
What is the cause of this trend? What are the “pre- 
sent tendencies,” and what steps are to be taken to 


check them? It is at this point that we take a definite 
issue with Drs, Morrison, Pratt, Thompson and all 


who hold the so-called liberal attitude toward the 
Bible. 


Here too may be mentioned the increased secular- 
ization of the Sabbath which has gone hand in hand 
with the concerted effort of some to discredit the 
Bible. The Sunday paper and its magazine supple- 
ments and “funnies” 
Bible and the catechisms in the homes of America. 
Added now are the distractions of radio and tele- 
vision programs. As a result the heart of American 
life is being shrivelled at its source. Only the full 
Bible and the whole Bible, taught as the very Word 
of God can meet successfully the tremendous forces 
which are arrayed against it. The Bible of the 
Critics is too human, too full of errors, too con- 
fusing and contradictory to meet the present crisis. 


The cause of some of these “present tendencies,” 
by which Protestantism has lost ground, has been 
this destructive teaching with reference to the Bible 
which is so prevalent today and which is embodied 
in Dr. Thompson’s address. The effect of German 
higher criticism and rationalism was to destroy the 
moral and the spiritual fibre of its people and this in 
turn precipitated the First and Second World Wars 
from which we have never recovered. 


The Protestant Church in America has increas- 
ingly taken to its bosom this higher critical attitude 
to the Bible, and with tragic results. It is now reap- 
ing the harvest of lost power and prestige because 
the authority and the integrity of the Bible are now 
questioned by many and this viewpoint is now being 
widely taught. 


Franticaliy aware of its precarious position, Prot- 
estantism now looks elsewhere for power and pres- 
tige, primarily to the ecumenical movement with its 
super-organizations and centralization of power, in 
the vain hope that that which it has lost in faith it 
may restore by organization and numbers. 


Dr. Thompson says: 


“As Dr. James Bissett Pratt has said: ‘There 
may be, and there are, divergencies of opinion 
as to the present value of the Christian tradi- 
tion but there will hardly be much disagree- 
ment among observers of the times on the 
proposition that it is not being handed on to 
the present generation of young people in the 
strength or the detail with which we older ones 
received it from our predecessors. Nearly every © 
older person who has close acquaintance with 
college students, no matter how he may admire 
and love them, is repeatedly impressed with 
their ignorance of things Christian, their lack 
of a knowledge which was taken for granted of 
everyone brought up in a cultured or Christian 
home forty years ago ... The Bible is rapidly 
going the way of Cicero and Virgil. The in- 
spired passages of the prophets, the supreme re- 
ligious poetry of the Psalms, the Sermon on the 4 
Mount, the great chapters of First Corinthians, 
the unique sayings of the 4th Gospel—refer to 
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these, quote these in a company of college 
juniors and seniors, and note the look of 
polite surprise and blank non-comprehension 
on the faces of a considerable number of your 
listeners. There are still many who know what 
you are referring to when you speak of Bible 
passages and Christian creeds: there are some 
who are well trained in them and love them, 
but the number is decreasing. And these young 
people are not merely among the illiterate who 
scrape through our colleges. They are fre- 
quently among wide-awake students whose in- 
tellectual appetite is notably greater than 
yours and mine was in our college days. Avoid 
starting a discussion with them on the question 
that has to do with economics, political science, 
current topics, or even with history since the 
beginning of the twentieth century, for your 
ignorance as compared with their knowledge 
will be unpleasantly exposed. But Moses means 
no more to them than Homer; and the cruci- 
fixion was a great many years ago.” 


That Dr. James Bissett Pratt is quoted is interest- 
ing, as he has made his own contribution to the dis- 
regard for the Bible, so prevalent today. In 1923, in 
an article in The Yale Review, “Religion And The 
Young Generation,” Dr. Pratt says: “Men can get 
on without the Bible, they can live good and relig- 
ious lives without it or without any sacred book. 
The man who does not know the Bible, or whose 
acquaintance with it has begun in an unimpression- 
able age, will probably never know that he is miss- 
ing anything.” (Yale Review, April, 1923, XII. 
602), quoted in Dr. Wilbur Smith’s devastating ex- 
posure of destructive criticism, “Therefore Stand.” 


Again Dr. Thompson says: 


“No nation in all history was ever founded 
by people so dominated by the Bible as our 
own. Today, every test reveals, the experience 
of chaplains, who came in contact with a cross- 
section of American manhood in two world 
wars, confirms the fact that this book which 
lies at the foundation of our national great- 
ness, and on which alone we can build safely 
for the future, is largely an unknown book to 
the rising generations of America. 


“There are many reasons why this is so.” 


Dr. Thompson truly says: “ ... this book which 
lies at the foundation of our national greatness, and 
on which alone we can build safely for the future, is 
largely an unknown book to the rising generatioris 
of America.” 


But why? That it is largely the result of the de- 
structive Higher Critical teaching about the Bible 
is, we believe, a demonstrable fact. It is not a trivial 
coincidence that the decline of Protestant witness 
and power and interest in and knowledge of the 
Bible has gone hand in hand with the increasing 
prevalence of teaching which has destroyed faith in 


the Word. 


America, as a nation, is only about 150 years old. 
It was originally “dominated by the Bible.” The 
change is therefore comparatively recent. Conse- 
quently, the reasons given by Dr. Thompson are 


JANUARY 23. 1952 





“CHRIST IN DAILY LIFE” 
The Presbyterian U. S. Series Of 
THE PROTESTANT HOUR 






SUNDAY 
JANUARY 27 


Topic 


“WHERE IS 
GOD?” 


Rev. Thomas H. McDill, Jr. 


Consult Your Newspaper For Time 
Write For Copies Of The Message 











quite aside from the point at issue. The real question 
is: Why has such a startling change taken place in 
so short a time, practically in the lifetime of many 
of us? 


Dr. Oswald T. Allis, in his article, Believe The 
Bible! Or Believe Its Critics!’’* has made it crystal- 
clear that the inescapable issue in Christian Educa- 
tion today is this destructive criticism of the Bible 
itself. He says: 


“This is the issue of issues in the sphere of 
Christian Education today. It is paramount be- 
cause our decision will necessarily determine 
our whole attitude to the Bible and the way it 
should be studied and taught. It is inescapable 
because the issue is not now as it once was be- 
tween Christians and non-Christians. We do 
not expect unbelievers to believe the Bible. If 
they believed it they would not be unbelievers. 
The issue is inescapable because it represents an 
alternative which must be faced by Protestant 
Christians everywhere. For the critics of the 
Bible are found in large numbers in most of the 
denominations of Protestantism. It is an issue 
of especial importance and urgency for the 
members of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S.A., because the attempt is now being made 
by our Board of Christian Education through 
its New Curriculum to make the Critical view 
of the Bible OFFICIAL in all the teaching of 
this great Church, which according to its doc- 
trinal standards is whole-heartedly committed 
to the other position. 


“As is indicated by the alternative presented 
in the heading, there are, broadly speaking, 
only two methods of studying the Bible. They 
are the BIBLICAL and the CRITICAL. 
W hat is the difference between them? 


*Christianity Today, May, 1949, Pages 2, 3 
and 4. 
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THE BisiicaAL METHOD 


“The Biblical method of studying the Bible 
is set forth very clearly in the WEST- 
MINSTER CONFESSION OF FAITH. 
In the chapter entitled ‘Of Saving Faith, the 
statement is made that: ‘By this faith, a Chris- 
tian believeth to be true, whatsover is revealed 
in the Word, for the authority of God Himself 
speaketh therein ...”° And in the chapter en- 
titled ‘Of The Holy Scripture, the ‘consent of 
all the parts, by which is meant the unity and 
harmony of Scripture is stated to be one of the 
‘arguments whereby it doth abundantly evidence 
itself to be the Word of God.’ In other words, 
the CONFESSION declares that the Bible 
speaks with the authority of God and that its 
message in all its parts is perfectly harmonious. 
According to this teaching, which expresses the 
common belief of Bible-believing Christians in 
all Evangelical Churches, the harmonistic 
method is the correct method of interpreting 
the Holy Scriptures. It has been very clearly 
summarized as follows: ‘If the Scriptures be 
what they claim to be, the Word of God, they 
are the work of one mind, and that mind di- 
vine. From this it follows that Scripture cannot 
contradict Scripture. God cannot teach in one 
place anything which is inconsistent with what 
He teaches in another. Hence Scripture must 
explain Scripture. If a passage admits of dif- 
ferent interpretations, that only can be the true 
one which agrees with what the Bible teaches 
elsewhere on the same subject.’ (Charles 
Hodge, Systematic Theology, i.187). This is 
the Biblical and the only truly Biblical method 
of studying and teaching the Bible. 


“In regard to this method, it is to be care- 
fully noted that it applies to the study and in- 
terpretation of every kind of evidence. It is a 
principle of Anglo-Saxon justice, as distin- 
guished, for example, from that of the totali- 
tarian countries, that a man is to be considered 
innocent until he is proved guilty, that his 
statements are to be accepted as true until they 
are proved false; and that if his statements 
admit of an interpretation which is in harmony 
with other statements made by him or with evi- 


dence gathered from other dependable sources, 


this interpretation should be accepted in prefer- 
ence to one which makes the witness contradict 
himself, or his statements conflict with the 
other available evidence. What applies to legal 
procedure in general applies equally to the 
study of documentary evidence of every kind. 
Even a document of rather dubious value is en- 
titled to a fair trial and to the benefit of the 
principle of ‘reasonable doubt,’ before its state- 
ments are rejected as mistaken or false, or have 
a construction placed upon them which is clear- 
ly inconsistent with their obvious intent. And 
what applies to literature in general should 


apply in a very special sense to that Book which 
is revered by Christians as the HOLY BIBLE. 






THE CritTIcAL METHOD 






“The other method of study and interpretation, 
which is widely used today, is often called the 
‘critical’ or ‘higher critical’ method of ap- 
proach. It is not a new method. It will in fact 
soon celebrate its bi-centennial.* It has found 
expression in a very extensive literature: in 
technical treatises intended for scholars and in 
popular handbooks and ‘lesson helps’ for the 
general reader. Its most important and distinc- 
tive principles, as applied to the study of the 
Bible, are two in number: (1) it refuses to ac- 
cept the statements of the Bible as true, 
BECAUSE THE BIBLE SAYS SO, and (2) 
it declares that the Bible abounds in INCON- 
SISTENT and even CONTRADICTORY 
statements which prove this “Holy Bible’ to be 
a very human and faulty book, whose state- 
ments often cannot be taken to mean what they 
clearly state. 


“One of the most recent illustrations of this 
‘critical’ method of teaching the Bible is ‘THE 
WESTMINSTER STUDY EDITION OF 
THE HOLY BIBLE (1948). 





“Thus it appears that the careful reader will 
not need to read very far in this STUDY 
EDITION, before he will observe very plainly 
that the two principles of critical interpretation 
mentioned above find frequent illustration in 
its pages. Again and again he is given to under- 
stand that what the Bible says is not to be ac- 
cepted BECAUSE THE BIBLE SAYS SO, 
and at its face value and in its obvious sense, 
but is either to be rejected as false or to be in- 
terpreted to mean something quite different 
from what it clearly states. Again and again it 
is pointed out that statements made in one book 
or passage are in conflict with statements made 
elsewhere.” 


We find Dr. Allis’ statement confirmed by Dr. 
Thompson, at least in part, for he proceeds to state 
as the first reason for the “present tendencies,” 
which he deplores, the following: 


1. “For one thing historical and critical study 
of the Bible has shaken man’s belief in its in- 
errant inspiration. Now a great many ministers ~ 
have taught and there are some who still do 
teach, that inspiration means inerrancy, that if 
there is a single error in the Bible, it cannot be 
the Word of God. Since the traditional view of 
Biblical inerrancy has been so generally aban- 
doned, many feel that the Bible is only a book 
like other books. It can no longer be accepted 
as the Word of God.”’ 


*The Documentary Hypothesis regarding the 
Pentateuch is usually traced back to Astruc 
who published his Conjectures in 1753. 
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Dr. Thompson frankly affirms that the “historical 
and critical study of the Bible has shaken men’s be- 
lief in its inerrant inspiration,” and then blithely 
states that, “the traditional view of Biblical in- 
errancy has been generally abandoned.” 


We believe the overwhelming majority of Chris- 
tians throughout the world still hold that the Bible 
is to be received and believed as a true and accurate 
record. There is a vast difference, when reading the 
Scriptures, between saying: “J do not understand,” 
and saying, “This is not true.” The evangelical rec- 
ognizes that there are difficulties in the Bible and 
he also admits that minor errors of translation may, 
and apparently have, crept in. But, he believes that 
God Who inspired the Biblical writers has “by His 
singular care and providence” preserved these 
writings for us, so that errors or variations which 
appear are of minor importance, and no important 
doctrine is affected by them. Many, indeed most of 
these variations and textual problems have been 
known for centuries. Critical tests of the Bible have 
repeatedly tended to confirm, not to weaken faith 
in the trustworthiness of the Bible. No book of 
antiquity has a tithe of the supporting manuscript 
evidence in its favor such as the Bible has. 


On the other hand, the higher critic proceeds to 
dissect, modify and deny those parts of the Bible 
which do not meet with his conception of ethical 
value, the findings of science or understanding of 
history. Furthermore, as far as he dares do so he 
denies the supernatural and attempts to reduce the 
Scriptures to the humanistic and naturalistic limits 
of his own mind. Again we would affirm—there is a 


vast difference between failing to understand parts © 


of God’s supernatural revelation and denying that 
revelation. To deny whole books of history, classify 
prophetic works as pre-dated frauds and then to 
question the accuracy of the Gospel of John, some of 
Paul’s writings, I and II Peter, and to attribute to 
the various writers in the Bible the prejudices, ig- 
norance and even intentional deception, WHICH THE 
HIGHER CRITICS DO, is a presumption which is grave 
in its conception and in its effect. 


Presbyterians who accept the Higher Critical 


view of the Bible have to do so in direct violence to 
our Confession of Faith which is crystal clear on the 
question of inspiration. Only by evasion of the clear 
and accepted meaning of words can such a denial be 
made. 


Here is what the Confession of Faith says 
(Italics ours): 


II. “Under the name of Holy Scripture, or the 
Word of God written, are now contained all the 
books of the Old and New Testaments, which are 
these (then follows the list of the books of the 
Bible): “All which are given by inspiration of God, 
to be the rule of faith and life.” 


IV. “The authority of the Holy Scripture, for 
which it ought to be believed and obeyed, de- 
pendeth not upon the testimony of any man or 
church, but wholly upon God (Who is truth itself, 
the author thereof ; and therefore it is to be received, 
because it is the Word of God.” 


V. “We may be moved and induced by the testi- 
mony of the Church to an high and reverent esteem 
for the Holy Scripture; and the heavenliness of the 
matter, the efficacy of the doctrine, the majesty of 
the style, the consent of all the parts, the scope of 
the whole (which is to give all glory to God), the 
full discovery it makes of the only way of man’s sal- 
vation, the many other incomparable excellencies, 
and the entire perfection thereof, are arguments 
whereby it doth abundantly evidence itself to be the 
Word of God; yet, notwithstanding, our full per- 
suasion and assurance of the infallible truth and di- 
vine authority thereof, is from the inward work of 
the Holy Spirit, bearing witness by and with the 
word in our hearts.” 


VIII. “The Old Testament in Hebrew ... and 
the New Testament in Greek ... being immediately 
inspired by God, and by His singular care and provi- 
dence kept pure in all ages, are therefore authen- 
tical...” 


IX. The infallible rule of interpretation of Scrip- 
ture, is the Scripture itself; and, therefore, when 
there is a question about the true and full sense of 
any scripture (which is not manifold, but one), it 
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may be searched and known by other places that 
speak more clearly.” 


From the above quoted parts of our Confession of 
Faith we affirm again that for a Presbyterian min- 
ister to accept the higher critical view of the Bible it 
is necessary for him to repudiate his first ordination 
vow : “Do you believe the Scriptures of the Old and 
New Testaments to be the Word of God, the only 
infallible rule of faith and practice ?” 


The view of scriptural inerrancy which Dr. 
Thompson says has been generally abandoned has 
only been abandoned by that group of professional 
theologians who have capitulated to the philosophy 
that the Bible is a human book (more or less) and 
therefore subject to the limitations, errors, preju- 
dices and even scheming of the individuals who 
wrote it. 


But, not all scholars by any means have accepted 
this position. The Presbyterian Church has been 
blessed with intellectual giants who have contended 
for the complete reliability and authority of God’s 
Word. Warfield, Dabney, McPheeters, Machen, 
Wilson and scores of others of an immediately 
past generation gave ringing testimony to their 
faith in the Bible. Erdman, Green, Allis, Smith, 
Van Til, Robinson, Gutzke, Gribble and many 
others of today unite their voices in this tes- 
timony. 


Certainly one of the greatest scholars of the imme- 
diate past was Dr. Robert Dick Wilson, of Prince- 
ton Theological Seminary. In his, “4 Scientific 
Investigation Of The Old Testament,” Dr. Wilson, 
who was one of the great language experts of all 
times, a man who spent his entire life in research 
into the original languages and the available texts, 
said: “It is the purpose of the present volume to 
show that intelligent Christians have a reasonable 
ground for concluding that the text of the Old Tes- 
tament which we have is substantially correct, and 
that, in its true and obvious meaning, it has a right 
to be considered a part of the ‘infallible rule of faith 
and practice’ that we have in the Holy Scripture.” 


And later on Dr. Wilson states: “In conclusion, 
let me reiterate my conviction that no one knows 
enough to show that the true text of the Old Testa- 
ment in its true interpretation is not true. The evi- 
dence in my possession has convinced me that at 
‘sundry times and in divers manners God spake unto 
our fathers through the prophets,’ that the Old Tes- 
tament in Hebrew ‘being immediately inspired by 
God’ has ‘by His singular care and providence been 
kept pure in all ages.’ ” 


Dr. Thompson goes on to say: 


“2. A second explanation of the growing 
neglect of the Bible is found in the long and 
disastrous conflict between science and re- 
ligion. 


_ “When Copernicus set forth his revolu- 
tionary theory that the earth revolved around 
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the sun, rather than vice-versa, the Reforma- 
tion struggle was at its fiercest, yet Protestants 
vied with Roman Catholics in denouncing a 
theory which they felt to be subversive of the 
true faith. Luther referred to Copernicus as 
‘an upstart astrologer, who strove to show that 
the Earth revolves, not the heavens or the fir- 
manent, the sun and the moon. This book,’ he 
went on, ‘wishes to reverse the entire science 
of astronomy, but the sacred Scripture tells us 
that Joshua commanded the sun to stand still 
and not the earth.’ In his Elements of Physics, 
Melancthon said: ‘The eyes are witnesses that 
the heavens revolve in the space of twenty- 
four hours. But certain men, either from the 
love of novelty or to make a display of in- 
genuity, have concluded that the earth moves; 
and they maintain that neither the eighth 
sphere nor the sun revolves. Now, it is a want 
of honesty and decency to assert such notions 
publicly, and the example is pernicious. It is 
part of a good mind to accept the truth as re- 
vealed by God and to acquiesce in it.’ 


“This was the beginning of the conflict be- 
tween science and religion which has continued 
down to our own time. As we look back over 
the long record it seems that almost every 
great scientific advance iias heen opposed by 
some of the leaders of the Church. In most 
every case religious leaders ‘ave in the end 
abandoned their opposition and accepted 
theories which at one time they claimed would 
destroy religion. This opposition to science in 
the name of the Bible, this continued retreat 
on the part of religious leaders, has gone a 
long way to destroy the prestige of religious 
teachers and of the Bible on which their oppo- 
sition has been based. 


“At the present time the conflict has largely 
ceased, because of a changed attitude on the 
part of both religious leaders and scientists. Its 
influence is still felt. But this new situation is 
not generally known. Because the Bible seems 
to be incompatib'e with modern science it has 
lost its hold on many people in the present day.’ 
They look to science now for that authoritative 
direction which they once sought in Scripture.” 


We feel that Dr. Thompson will have difficulty in 
sustaining his statement: ‘“‘As we look back over the 
long record it seems that almost every great scie.ttific 
advance has been opposed by some of the leaders of 
the Church.” It is true that some scientific dis- 
coveries have been questioned and even actively op- 
posed by some church leaders, but only a few. The 
greatest scientific advances of the past two thousand 
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years have been pyramided into the past fifty or 
sixty years and we know of not one which has been 
opposed by Christians other than the evolutionary 
hypothesis and today these Christians are finding 
themselves sustained by scientists who are forced to 
admit there are gaps and inconsistencies in this 
theory, some even frankly admitting that there is 
one other alternative and that is the record of divine 
creation. 


But, it is this capitulation of some Christian 
leaders to the theory of evolution with its ines- 
capable naturalistic corollaries which has done so 
much to destroy Christian faith and testimony in 
our time. If a man is an evolving creature, rising 
higher and higher in his quest, then he is not a 
fallen being and there is no need of a Redeemer. 
The theory of evolution, taught and accepted as a 
fact, has tended to glorify man and his possibilities, 
excuse his sinfulness, and open to him a vista of 
eventual salvation by development and merit. Those 
who consider themselves “theistic evolutionists” are 
also passe in the eves of evolutionists. The fact is 
that there are serious scientific objections to the 
entire evolutionary hypothesis which searching minds 
have to face and which so far have not been solved. 


Dr. Thompson’s address continues: 


“3. A third explanation of the widespread 
neglect of the Bible is the moral difficulty of 
some of its teachings—the fact that many of 
the ethical standards of the Old Testament are 
below the ethical standards of our own day. We 
read for exam le in the Old Testament how 
God commanded the Israelites to exterminate 
the Canaanites, somewhat as Hitler sought to 
exterminate the Jews, how Elisha cursed the 
children who mocked him because of his bald 
head and how bears came from the woods and 
devoured them, how the Psalmist prayed that 
God would dash the children of his enemies 
against the stones.” 


To assert the, “moral difficulty of some of its (the 
Bible’s) teachings,’ is to presume something not 
within the prerogative of man; and Dr. Thompson 
goes on to say: ““We read for example in the Old 
Testament how God commanded the Israelites to 
exterminate the Canaanites, somewhat as Hitler 
sought to exterminate the Jews.” To us the analogy 
comes dangerously near to blasphemy, although this 
was a thoughtless, not an intentional, analogy on 
Dr, Thompson’s part. God is the sovereign God— 
Hitler was a godless megalomaniac. We accept the 
record of God’s command, and as we read how 
Israel failed to carry out that command we see the 
sowing and eventually the reaping of these seeds of 
disobedience. The people of Canaan were practiced 
in the worst forms of degrading vice and idolatry. 


_ The recently discovered and much discussed Ras 
Shamra texts have made this unmistakably clear. If 
the abominations of their gods, as pictured in their 
mythology, were practiced by the people who wor- 
shipped them, then at the time of Joshua “the ini- 
quity of the Amorites” may indeed have been full to 
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overflowing. (Gen. 15:16). 


The sovereign God commanded their extermina- 
tion much as a surgeon would remove a cancer. 
When man questions the records of God’s sovereign 
acts and considers his own moral wisdom and intelli- 
gence of a character sufficient to stand in judgment 
on those acts, he is arrogating to himself a right he 
does not have. In the records we have of this and 
other punitive measures, as well as in the impreca- 
tory Psalms, we see God’s righteous judgment 
rather than the passions of men. 


Again we quote: 


“4. A fourth explanation of the Bible’s neg- 
lect is found in the seeming irrelevance of 
much of its teachings to the concrete realities 
of our modern world. Much of the Old Testa- 
ment deals with primitive civilization which is 
very different from our own. Many of the con- 
cepts of God which prevailed among the Israel- 
ites seem to be concepts that belong to an 
earlier stage of civilization and to be outgrown 
in our modern times. Even in the New Testa- 
ment people feel that conditions in Palestine 
were different, that they have no meaning for 
our present day. They do not find the answer 
here to the problems that we face in the eco- 
nomic realm, the political realm, the inter- 
national realm, or even in the personal realm.” 


We reread this statement a number of times because 
we felt sure that our eyes were deceiving us. To 
many Christians today there is no “seeming irrele- 
vance of much of the Bible’s teachings to the con- 
crete realities of today,” nor do they find that the 
“concepts of God which prevailed among the Israel- 
ites seem to be concepts that belong to an earlier 
stage of civilization and to be outgrown in our mod- 
ern times, 


It is to be remembered, of course, that the revela- 
tion in the Bible is in a certain sense progressive. We 
do not live now under law but under grace. But, 
Jesus did not come to destroy but to fulfil the law. 
Those who reject the Mosaic law as too harsh and 
crude will reject the Sermon on the Mount as too 
idealistic to be practical. But, the fact remains that 
the Bible has produced the highest type of morality, 
of civilization and culture, the world has ever 
known. And only the Bible can maintain it. 











The present breakdown in morals shows that 
without the warnings, counsel and inspiration of the 
Bible, both Old Testament and New Testament, 
our modern civilization can no more survive than 
that of Greece and Rome. What our age needs today 
is to have the Dacalogue, God’s moral law, an- 
nounced in thunderous tones, and where that is 
being done men are being convicted of sin, and that 
is the first step towards salvation and a new life in 


Jesus Christ. 


Furthermore, despite Dr. Thompson’s statement, 
millions today po find the Bible “the answer to the 
problems that they face in the economic realm, the 
political realm, the international realm, and in the 
personal realm.” All of the answers are to be found 
in God’s Word and those who approach the Book in 
humility and in faith can find those answers there. 
Just one illustration: where can a young man or a 
young woman find a code for moral living and ethics 
for today as complete as that given in Proverbs? 


When man feels that he has outgrown the moral 
concepts of God’s Word it is high time that he stop 
and consider whether the adjusting necessary is not 
in his own heart and viewpoint, rather than in the 


Bible. 


Dr. Thompson continues: 


“5. A fifth explanation of the Bible’s neglect 
is found in the difficulty that many people find 
in understanding the Bible. A few years ago 
Prof. Frank G. Lankard wrote a valuable book 
entitled ‘The Bible Speaks To Our Generation.’ 
In this book he is forced to acknowledge as all 
of us must do, that ‘the Bible is not an easy 
book to read. Its binding, black for the most 
part, is not inviting. It is an oriental book 
written in languages other than our own, and 
it is filled with names and places which are 
strange and unfamiliar. It was writteg @ jong 
time ago and to many people it seems very re- 
mote. It contains strange and peculiar com- 
mands or laws concerning eating and foods. It 
has genealogies that have little meaning for 
our day ... It contains visions and oracles that 
are as black as night to most of us.’ 


“T do not believe that those of us who teach 
the Bible realize how difficult it is for the ordi- 
nary man to understand, and yet there are 
many portions of it which we do not read often 
for the same reason. As a matter of fact there 
are parts of the Bible which anyone can under- 
stand; there are other parts which it is difficult 
for anyone to understand without help—help 
which is available for the reader and for the 
teacher—if, but only if, they know where to 
obtain it.” 


It is to be carefully noted that the great reason so 
many today find the Bible a difficult book to read 
lies in the fact that they have been indoctrinated (in 
the medical world this would mean to be infected), 
with a philosophy of naturalistic evolution which is 
utterly incompatible with the redemptive super- 
naturalism of the Bible: Years ago we heard Dr. 
Machen say: “Rule out the supernatural in the 
Bible and you have destroyed the Book.” It is the 
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attempt to eliminate the supernatural which has re- 
sulted in the dismemberment and disintegration of 
the Bible in the minds of those who have accepted 
this philosophy. It makes the Bible a terribly com- 
plicated and mystifying book. Also, it eliminates 
from the Bible the very thing which makes it appeal 
to men and their sense of need, the “thus saith the 
Lord,” which carries warning, hope, comfort, assur- 
ance and joy to the sinner who comes to it for help. 


Thank God, there is help available for all who 
would study the Bible. It is the incomparable and 
the essential help which comes from the Holy Spirit 
Himself. Anyone who approaches the Scriptures as 
a human book, neglecting the fact that it is a di- 
vinely inspired revelation: given through human 
means, yes, but given by inspiration and for our in- 
struction ; is certain to miss its message. Paul makes 
this clear when he says: “But the natural man re- 
ceiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: for they 
are foolishness unto him: neither can he know them, 
because they are spiritually discerned.” 


Again Dr. Thompson says: 


“6. A sixth explanation of the Bible’s neg- 
lect is found in the unintelligent use of the 
Bible made by many pious folk, an unintelli- 
gent or superstitious use which serves to dis- 
credit it in the eyes of the more thoughtful and 
to make it even more of a puzzle to the ordi- 
nary man. 


“Some have regarded it as an amulet or 
fetish—soldiers in the world war for example, 
who carried a pocket testament in their breast 
pocket, thinking it would serve as a charm to 
ward off death. 


“Some otherwise intelligent men believe that 
they can secure divine guidance for their indi- 
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vidual lives by offering a prayer and then open- 
ing the Bible at random, taking the passage 
upon which their eye first rests as offering the 
solution to their problem. It reminds me of the 
experience of Campbell Morgan. He said he 
tried this method once and the Bible opened to 
the story of Balaam and his ass. He never tried 
this particular method again.” 


We admit that there are “pious, unintelligent and 
superstitious folk,” who may have misused the Bible, 
and we fear it may be that Dr. Thompson includes 
the writer and others who hold a high view of its 
inspiration in this category. But, there are millions 
of Christians who will bear joyous testimony to the 
fact that verses from the Bible, searched out or al- 
ready stored in the memory, have again and again 
been the source of guidance or have brought comfort 
in time of emergency or trouble. “Thy word have I 
hid in mine heart, that | might not sin against thee,” 
is still man’s sure resource of strength. The allusion 
to Campbell Morgan is an amusing illustration of 
the misuse of the Bible, but, it is unfortunate to 
bring in the name of that great Bible-believer and 
teacher to bolster the arguments of this address. 


Further, Dr. Thompson says: 


“A great many people have felt and many 
still do feel that this book offers us a chart for 
the future, that it foretold the invention of the 
automobile and the aeroplane and the atomic 
bomb, the rise and fall of Adolf Hitler, the 
power of Stalin, the menace of Russia. They 
are especially interested in the second coming 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, and think that the 
Bible foretells the exact or the proximate date, 
which always happens to be in the immediate 
future. This is one thing, incidentally, which 
Jesus said that He Himself did not know, and 
one thing which He said that we could never 
know. In the first chapter of Acts we read that 
they asked Him: ‘Lord, dost thou at this time 
restore the Kingdom to Israel?’ Jesus replied: 
‘It is not for you to know times or seasons 
which the Father hath set within his own au- 
thority.’ In the Greek this expression means 
that we cannot know the exact time or even 
the general season. It has always been very 
difficult for me to understand how the one 
thing Jesus said He Himself did not know, the 
one thing that He told us we could never know, 
is a thing which so many pious Bible students 
feel that they do know.” 


While it is true that enthusiasts in prophetic study 
have at times brought discredit on the teachings 
about our Lord’s return, a subject specifically men- 
tioned many times in the Bible, it is also true that 
liberal theologians by and large entirely neglect this 
truth, while the extreme liberal regards it as merely 
symbolic or purely fictional, thereby denying a great 
body of truth and fulfilling the prophecy: “Know- 
ing this first, that there shall come in the last days 
scoffers, walking after their own lusts, and saying, 
Where is the promise of his coming?” By compari- 
son, the enthusiast for the doctrine of the second 
coming of Christ has infinitely more to warrant his 


enthusiasm than have those who conversely do not 
mention, or deny it. 
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Again we are told by Dr. Thompsoii: 


“Some Bible students proceed on the theory 
that all parts of the Bible have equal value. 
Even John Calvin, the master exegete of the 
Reformation period, fell into this error. When 
the Duchess of Ferrara remarked in a letter 
that David’s example in hating his enemies was 
not applicable to us, Calvin sternly and curtly 
declared that such a gloss would upset all 
Scripture and ‘that even in his hatred David is 
an example to us and a type of Christ,’ and 
then asked, ‘Should we presume to set up our- 
selves as superior to Christ in sweetness and 
light?’ This approach to the Bible has led men 
to live by the ethics of the Old Testament 
rather than by those of the New, and has 
served to bring not only the Bible but also re- 
ligion itself into contempt.” 


The issue is not whether all parts of the Bible have 
equal value and we _ question whether in 
these days such an attitude enters seriously into the 
consideration of any Bible student. The issue is 
rather that all parts of the Bible are equally true. 
That is a matter entirely different in its import and 
in its application. The comparative importance of 
certain parts of the Bible is not the question; rather 
it is whether those parts of transcendent importance 
and those parts which may be of secondary or con- 
tributory importance are equally true. 


Dr. Thompson continues: 


“A wooden, literal, uninformed interpreta- 
tion of the Bible has led men to oppose, or has 
justified them in opposing almost every social 
advance. Leaders of the Church opposed the 
use of anaesthesia in case of childbirth because 
of the curse which God pronounced upon Eve: 
‘I will greatly multiply thy pain and thy con- 
ception; in pain thou shalt bring forth chil- 
dren.’ They opposed attempts to end slavery 
because Noah predicted that the sons of Ca- 
naan should be drawers of water and hewers 
of wood; they oppose efforts to improve condi- 
tions under which Negroes live today because 
Paul said: ‘God hath made of one blood all na- 
tions of men to dwell on the face of the earth, 
and hath determined the times before appoint- 
ed, and the bounds of their habitation’; they 
oppose attempts to end poverty and unemploy- 
ment because Jesus said to His disciples, ‘the 
poor you have with you always’; they oppose 
efforts to end wars because Jesus said there 
would be wars and rumors of war. This 
bondage to the letter of Scripture is no im- 
aginary thing. The Bible has been quoted in 
support of almost every unworthy thing in his- 
tory and experience.” 


It is quite true that “a wooden, literal, uninformed 
interpretation” of the Bible has led to all sorts of 
absurdities and vagaries. Men have “wrested” the 
Scriptures to their own destruction and often done 
great harm to others in the process. They have done 
this because they have not studied the Scriptures, 
each individual text in the light of the teachings of 
the Bible as a whole, and especially because they 
have not sought the guidance of the Holy Spirit to 
interpret it. Abusus non tollit usus is as true of the 
Bible and its interpretation as of any other book, 
and far more so. 
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Furthermore, we have heard liberals make inter- 
pretations of Scripture which were as absurd as 
some attributed to the supposedly less well in- 
formed; one stating that the “strait gate and nar- 
row way,” spoken of by Christ, is the “way of spe- 
cialization”; while another, speaking on the text, 
“Other sheep I have, which are not of this fold,” 
said this referred to inspired writers like Tolstoy. 
Again, those who are completely committed to the 
so-called social gospel, or the doctrine of the uni- 
versal Fatherhood of God and brotherhood of man, 
bolster their positions with certain verses from the 
Bible while completely ignoring others which might 
modify their position. 


Only by sticking to the Scriptures, carefully com- 
paring scripture with scripture, can any of us be pre- 
served from these vagaries of human interpretation. 


It is true that men have misused the Bible and 
that they have often quoted it to support many un- 
worthy things. But, the trouble was with the men, 
not the Bible. In fact that is always the difficulty, 
sin in the hearts of men, not error in God’s revela- 
tion to man. 


Dr. Thompson further states: 


‘Another mistaken method of Bible inter- 
pretation and of Bible teaching is the proof 
text method, in which one supports one’s posi- 
tion by verses taken from Scripture often com- 
pletely away from their context. Even learned 
theologians fall into this error. They use those 
texts which fit into their system, ignore or dis- 
regard others.” 


But, the Confession of Faith says: “The infallible 
rule of interpretation of Scripture, is the Scripture 
itself; and therefore, when there is a question about 
the true and full sense of any scripture (which is 
not manifold, but one), it may be searched and 
known by other places that speak more clearly.” 


The use of proof-texts simply means the reference 
to or quoting of passages of Scripture which are ger- 
mane to the subject under discussion and throw light 
on it. It is the method used in every department of 
literature and science. It is abused when proof-texts 
are taken out of their context, misinterpreted and 
misapplied. In itself it is an indispensable method 
which is used by all scholars. 


We have noted in books and articles by liberal 
theologians the strongest antipathy to letting the 
Bible speak for itself. But, when it suits their own 
case they quote freely to support their own position; 
even Dr. Thompson quotes the Scriptures in support 
of some of his statements. 


We find that our Lord compared Scripture with 
Scripture, that He quoted it copiously and pointedly 
and He quoted it as being absolutely true and au- 
thoritative. 


All the great doctrines of the Christian faith are 
a compilation of Scripture, and only those doctrines 
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supported by the clearly stated and inescapably im- 
plied teachings of the Bible have stood the test of 
time. Deny to the Word of God the right to speak 
for itself, to sustain its divinely implanted beauty 
and eternal plan, and you have done violence to the 
very life and import of the Book. 


Again we quote Dr. Thompson: 


“This erroneous approach to the Bible helps 
to explain our denominational differences. Most 
denominations justify their particular tenets 
from Scripture. But too often they select the 
texts that bear out their interpretation and 
overlook others or twist their meaning to suit 
their purpose. This common use of proof texts 
to bolster up one’s position has led many peo- 
ple to believe that one can prove anything from 
the Bible, and, therefore, has tended to destroy 
its authority.” 


The second ordination vow required of Presbyterian 
officers assumes that one can examine the Holy 
Scriptures and find therein a system of doctrine; 
that he can properly subscribe to this Westminster 
Confession as containing the system of doctrine 
taught in the Bible. We would like to ask Dr. 
Thompson whether our Presbyterian position is due 
to “‘an erroneous approach to the Bible?” 


Dr. Thompson says: 


“Another common misuse of the Bible has 
been use of allegory. Origen, the greatest 
scholar in the early Church, taught that every 
verse in Scripture has a threefold meaning— 
the literal, the moral and the allegorical mean- 
ing. The allegorical interpretation proved so 
popular from that time on that very little Bib- 
lical exegesis before the Reformation has much 
value for us at the present time. The great Re- 
formers, Luther and Calvin, rejected the alle- 
gorical method and taught that we should go 
back to the actual meaning of the text in its 
historical setting. But it has been very hard for | 
ministers and teachers to avoid the allegorical 
method. We are under the heavy pressure of 
bringing a message from God’s Word to His 
people at regular intervals. And it is a great 
temptation for us, instead of expounding the 
text, to draw from it some fanciful lesson 
which the words suggest to our imagination. 
Ministers and teachers who allow themselves 
such liberties with the text may preach inter- 
esting sermons or teach interesting lessons but 
they do not deal fairly with the Bible and they 
make it more difficult for the ordinary man to 
understand.” 
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More than this, it may be definitely unscriptural. 
When a minister seeks to find practical lessons in a 
Biblical text or narrative he has no right to give free 
reign to his fancy. The warning against adding to 
and taking away from Scripture is very definite. 
Furthermore, the temptation to allegorize is far 
greater in the case of the “critic” than with the 
Bible-believing Christian. For when the critic has 
rejected the factual statements of Scripture, hé is 
strongly tempted to allegorize or spiritualize the 
passage in order that he may strain from it some 
helpful meaning. 


Dr. Thompson goes on to warn of another 
“danger’’: 


“Another danger which all of us face is the 
danger of making belief in the Bible or belief 
in the Lord whom it proclaims a substitute for 
a life lived in accordance with His will. That 
was the error which Jesus detected in the re- 
ligious leaders of His own time. It is the danger 
which He warned us against when He said: 
‘Not every one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, 
shall enter into the Kingdom of Heaven, but he 
that doeth the will of my Father who is in 
heaven.’ Perhaps this is the most important 
reason why men turn away from the Bible. 
Men would forget other difficulties if they saw 
that the Bible created or produced a superior 
quality of life in its professed teachers. If the 
Bible is to be gotten into modern life it must 
be gotten first of all into our own lives. ‘You 
yourselves are our letters of recommendation, 
written on your hearts, to be known and read 
of all men,’ Paul wrote to the Corinthian Chris- 
tians, ‘and you show that you are a letter from 
Christ delivered by us, written not with ink but 
with the Spirit of the living God, not on tablets 
of stone, but on tablets of human hearts.’ Only 
as men see Christ in us, his professed fol- 
lowers, and especially in those of us who are 
called to be teachers, will they be led to seek 
Christ in the pages of this book.” 


Belief in the Bible, and the Lord which it proclaims, 
is no substitute for a life lived in accordance with 
His will; but, it is the foundation on which a saving 
faith is laid. A man accepts Jesus Christ as his Sa- 
viour from sin but what Christ is he to accept? the 
Christ of men’s imaginations or the Christ of the 
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Bible? It is this attempt to divorce Christian faith 
and life from Christian doctrine which has wrought 
such havoc today. When Christ is held up to a des- 
perately needy world is must be the Christ of the 
Bible, or we are preaching another Christ and an- 
other gospel. Where also is man to know of God and 
His love; of man’s sin and his lost condition; of re- 
demption wrought out for him, if he cannot accept 
the revelation which God has given us in His 
Word? We Protestants rightly decry the inter- 
position of the priest between man and his God on 
the part of the Roman Catholic Church. Shall we 
then agree that the Bible will suffice for the ignorant 
and superstitious only until they can be enlightened 
by scholars to the fact that it actually is a compila- 
tion of ancient fables, folklore, pious frauds, human 
errors and wilful distortions which the simple- 
minded believer cannot hope to understand until the 
“critic” has interpreted them to him, and told him 
what to believe and what to disbelieve? 


Shall we further “seek Christ” and try to show 
His life shining forth in our daily lives and later 
find that the one we are asked to follow is not the 
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One given us in the Scriptures? 


Again we quote from the address in question: 


“So far we have been concerned with the 
Problem. The Bible is the indispensable foun- 
dation on which Protestantism depends; it lies 
back of much of our national greatness; it is 
still our best seller; and yet in spite of its wide- 
spread distribution and its unique position, it is 
being read less and less by educated men and 
to our rising generation it is largely an un- 
known book. 


“All of this raises a question in our mind. 
Will the Bible continue to lose its influence or 
can it recover its position in our modern life? 
It it is to be the latter, and the future of Prot- 
estantism and the future of America depends 
upon the answer, then I believe we will agree 
that first of all there must be a revival of Bible 
teaching in the home, in the Church, and in the 
schools.” 


Here again we find the implication that the Bible 
has lost its attractiveness to educated men and to 
the rising generation because there is needed an 
explanation of its errors, its frauds and its human 
frailties. Rather we contend that the educated, and 
the young, need to be brought face to face with the 
fact that God has spoken and to approach His Word 
with reverence and with faith. When men humble 
their hearts and say, ‘Speak, Lord, for Thy servant 
heareth,” the Holy Spirit will take the Scriptures 
and apply them to their hearts and they will know 
that it is the Word of God. Certainly the future of 
Protestantism, and of America, rests on a re- 
discovering of the vital part the Bible must play in 
the life of the individual and of the nation, but that 
rediscovery must come through a reverent scholar- 
ship which permits it to sit in judgment on us, 
rather than an attitude of critical skepticism, in 
which man sits in judgment on the Bible. 


Further, Dr. Thompson says: 


“First there must be a revival of Bible teach- 
ing in the homes—more fathers and mothers 
who will seek to transmit the faith to their sons 
and daughters; more families, with appropriate 
changes to suit our modern times, like that de- 
scribed by Robert Burns in the Cotter’s Satur- 
day Night, where the Bible is read, and prayers 
offered in the intimacy of the family circle. 


‘From scenes like these,’ sang Burns, ‘Old 


Scotia’s grandeur springs, 
That makes her loved at home, rever’d abroad.’ 


It is from families like these that the great- 


ness of America has sprung; it is families like 
these on whom its future greatness depends.’ 


Here again we note that vagueness in Dr. Thomp- 
son’s statement which is not conducive to full and 
frank discussion and not likely to lead to mutual 
understanding. What is meant by, “appropriate 
changes to suit our modern times?” If this means 
that Bible study and teaching should be up-to-date 
in using the best pedagogical method and should 
profit by the best and latest archeological research, 
we agree. But, if this is simply an evasive way of 
saying that the teaching of the Bible in our Churches 





and Sunday Schools and homes is to adopt the 
methods and results of higher critical scholars, this 
is something quite different and we vigorously dis- 
sent. 


We also question the, ‘appropriate changes to suit 
our modern times,” because man’s condition as a sin- 
ner has never been changed; his need is the same in 
every generation, and the gospel has been suited and 
will always be suited to that need. Families from 
which have come men and women with spiritual and 
moral fiber necessary in their various generations 
have been families who believed, taught and lived 


the Book. 


Dr. Thompson says: 


“There must also be a revival of Bible teach- 
ing in the Church. That means more Biblical in- 
struction, more Biblical exposition from the 
pulpit; and it means more adequate Bible 
teaching in the Church School. The Roman 
Catholic Church puts its reliance in parochial 
schools. It has more than two million pupils 
gathered in approximately 8,000 such institu- 
tions. These parochial schools are being supple- 
mented now by a system of high schools. 
Twenty years ago there were practically no 
Catholic High Schools; ten years ago there 
were almost a thousand; today there are more 
than 1,500. Ten years ago there were 150,000 
students in Catholic High Schools; today there 
are more than half a million. In addition there 
are 760 Catholic colleges and universities. In 
all these institutions — colleges, high schools, 
and parochial schools—religion is taught day 
after day and week after week. As a conse- 
quence, the average Catholic is well instructed 
in the faith. Protestantism as a whole has re- 
jected the idea of a parochial school system, 
and for the training of its children and youth 
is depending upon Sunday Schools—twenty or 
thirty minutes of instruction each Sunday 
morning, imparted by volunteer teachers, to 
students who are exceedingly irregular in their 
attendance. There are a host of devoted men 
and women giving their time to the Sunday 
Schools and without their aid our whole educa- 
tional program would collapse; yet we are 
bound to recognize that many of these teachers 
are inadequately prepared, and that many of 
the methods used are somewhat antiquated. A 
careful study of the educational program of 
my own Church indicates that a large propor- 
tion of the Sunday Schools are conducted to- 
day just as they were 25 years ago. Sunday 
School officers have either held the same office 
so long they have stagnated on the job, or they 
are so new that they are not acquainted with 
the ideals of religious education. Two-thirds of 
the teachers have never had a course in leader- 
ship training. 

“The brief period allotted to instruction, the 
irregular attendance, the small proportion of 
children enrolled in the Sunday School, make it 
clear to us all that the Sunday School cannot 
meet the educational needs of the Church. 
Bible teaching in the home, Bible teaching in 
the Church and in the Sunday School must be 
supplemented by Bible teaching in the public 
schools. It is encouraging to note that this 
movement is spreading today in almost every 
state of the Union. Two million boys and girls 
are now receiving week-day religious education 
in more than two thousand communities, which 
is more than double the number four years 
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ago. In my own state we have a homogeneous 
population, a settled population, a well- 
churched population, and yet I note that 48 
percent of the children reached by week-day 
religious education in the public school have no 
contact whatever with the Sunday School. 

“If the Bible, and that means Protestantism, 
is to recover its place in the nation’s life there 
must be a revival of Bible teaching in the 
home, in the Church, and in the school, but a 
revival of Bible teaching is not enough; there 
must be also a more intelligent presentation of 
the Bible in the home, in the Church, and in 
the school.” 


If this expressed wish for a revival of Bible teaching 
in the Church is put into practice it will come as 
cold water to the thirsty souls of those who have 
listened to platitudes, social problems, homilies and 
references to learned writers when they have longed 


for and desperately needed the Word of God itself. 


The teaching of the Bible in the public schools, or 
giving the opportunity for students to have Bible in- 
struction on released time from the schools has 
proven a wonderful blessing to thousands and it is 
our prayer that this work shall grow and continue. 


However, in one of our southern cities an effec- 
tive program was stopped and the Bible teachers 
forced to resign by the committee of local ministers 
because they were teaching the established evan- 
gelical viewpoint of the Bible and showed a concern 
for the soul’s salvation of the pupils under their care. 


With reference to some who teach in the Sunday 
Schools: not only are many of them untrained but it 
is also a lamentable fact that some of them give 
little evidence to their pupils that they either know 
the Bible or the Saviour presented there. 


We believe too that the time has come when the 


Church must establish schools for secular education 
which also teach the Bible, but again we want the 
Bible taught, not explained away. However, we 
cannot but wonder just what is meant by a “more 
intelligent presentation of the Bible in the home.” 
If by this is meant, as in the similar phrase which 
has been commented on above, the explaining away 
of the historical records, the prophetic message and 
facts which have to do with the person (the virgin 
birth, etc.) and the work (atonement, etc.) of our 


Lord; then may God deliver us from such “intelli- 
gence!” 


Dr. Thompson proceeds: 


_ “I cannot deal with this last topic adequately 
in the few moments which remain for this ad- 
dress. I would like to point out that there are 
four elements in the Bible which must be taken 
into account if we are to understand it for our- 
selves, or if we are to teach it to others. 

“1. The first of these is the human element. 
When I was a boy I had a very curious notion 
about the Bible. It seemed to me that the men 
and women whom I read about in its pages and 
whom I heard about in Sunday School were a 
different kind of men and women from those I 
saw about me in real life. It seemed to me that 
they breathed a different sort of atmosphere; 
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that they lived in a different sort of world al- 
together; that somehow God was near to them 
in a way in which He is not near to us at the 
present time. 

“There are some people who never outgrow 
this childish notion of the Bible. As a matter of 
fact, the Bible is a very human book, and it is 
very true to human experience. It was written 
by real men, about real men, and about the 
fundamental problems which men face in this 
age and in every age. When I discovered this, 
I had begun to discover the Bible. It became 
for the first time a living book, no longer a 
meaningless record of what had taken place 
hundreds of years ago, a collection of proof 
texts to bolster up doctrines unrelated to life, 
but a record of vitalizing religious experiences. 
The discovery which I made and which I am 
sure each of you has made is one which we 
need to help others to make.” 

“The Bible grew out of man’s experience 
with the divine and is able therefore to mediate 
the divine in our own experience. It brings us 
man’s witness to the revelation which came to 
him in his hour of desperate need, in his mo- 
ment of deepest insight, in his time of loftiest 
vision. It contains the story of men who failed 
in their spiritual lives and of men who suc- 
ceeded. In the end it points to Him who was 
able to say, He who has seen me has seen the 
Father, and to issue the universal invitation, 
Come unto me all who labor and are heavy 
laden and I will give you rest. It is man’s ac- 
count of the spiritual help which is available 
to him from God through Jesus Christ and 
through the Spirit which He has sent.” 


We do not question that the human element is evi- 
dent in the Bible. When God’s Holy Spirit spoke to 
men He did not change them into automatons, He 
made use of their personalities. In fact He formed 
and fashioned them to be just the instruments which 
He wanted them to be for the communication, both 
by word and deed, of His will for men. Their social, 
educational and national backgrounds often shine 
through that which they wrote. This is one of the 
miracles of inspiration, that probably nearly two 
score men shared in writing the Bible; from dif- 
ferent backgrounds, in different nations and in dif- 
ferent ages; over a period of some sixteen hundred 
years, and yet the Bible fits together as a perfect 
whole. That alone should prove its plenary inspira- 
tion by the Holy Spirit. 


But, the Bible did not primarily grow “out of 
man’s experience with the divine.” Here we believe 
lies the fatal fallacy of the Higher Critical view- 
point. The Bible is primarily a revelation from God 
to man. To reverse this fact is to go off at a tangent 
which can result in another religion. The human 
element is secondary, “holy men of God spake as 
they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” 


We are told more definitely still: 


“Of which salvation the prophets have enquired and 
searched diligently, who prophesied of the grace that 
should come unto you: searching what, or what 
manner of time the Spirit of Christ which was in 
them did signify, when He testified beforehand the 
sufferings of Christ, and the glory that should fol- 
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low. Unto whom it was revealed, that not unto 
themselves, but unto us they did minister the things, 
which are now reported unto you by them that have 
preached the gospel unto you with the Holy Ghost 
sent down from heaven; which things the angels 
desire to look into.” 


Little wonder that the epistles of Peter, from 
which the above quotations are taken, are not highly 
regarded by the Higher Critics; because, if these 
epistles are true the hypotheses of these critics stand 
discredited before them. 


In the address under discussion we are told the 
Bible “grew out of man’s experience,” that it is 
“man’s witness to the revelation,” and that it is 
“man’s account” of certain factors. 


We prefer the ascribed source of the prophets of 


prose and that each has its own canons of in- 
terpretation. I tried to illustrate this to a class 
one day by calling attention to a passage in the 
Psalms which says that God will make the 
mountains skip like lambs. No one, I suggested, 
would attempt to interpret this statement liter- 
ally. But one member of the class bridled at 
the statement. If the Bible says the mountains 
will skip like lambs, he said, I believe they will 
skip like lambs. We do occasionally meet minds 
like that, but most of us recognize that English 
poetry is interpreted by different canons from 
prose, and the same must be true of Hebrew 
poetry. It makes a difference whether Job is 
history or drama, whether Jonah is biography 
or prophecy, whether Old Testament prophe- 
cies are to be interpreted literally or symboli- 
cally. 

“To understand the Bible for ourselves, to 
teach it effectively to others, we must take into 
account the literary form; we must also con- 
sider the immediate context and the general 
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Dr. Thompson goes on: 


“The fact that there is a human element in 
the Bible means that we must consider: 


“2. The Literary Element. If the Bible was 
written by men to men, they had to use lan- 
guage that men of their own day would under- 
stand, thought forms that were available to 
them, literary forms that were common among 
their contemporaries. And we must take this 
into account. 

“Take for example the stories in the early 
chapters of Genesis—the stories that tell how 
woman was made out of man’s ribs, how a ser- 
pent spoke to the woman in the garden, how 
Adam and Eve ate of the forbidden fruit and 
were driven out of the garden of life. ‘We have 
to bear in mind,’ says C. J. Ball, ‘that it was the 
inveterate tendency of Jewish teachers to con- 
vey their doctrine, not in the form of abstract 
discourses, but in a mode appealing directly to 
the imagination. The rabbi embodies his lesson 
in a story, whether parable or allegory or 
seemingly historical narrative, and the last 
thing he or his disciples would think of is to 
ask whether the selected persons, events and 
circumstances which so vividly suggest the doc- 
trine are in themselves real or fictitious. To 
make the story the first consideration and the 
doctrine it was intended to convey an after- 
thought, as we, with our western literalness, 
are predisposed to do, is to reverse the Jewish 
order of thinking, and to do unconscious in- 
justice to the authors of many edifying narra- 
tives of antiquity.’ 

“But we do not need to consider the rabbis’ 
mode of teaching. We recall that Jesus, the 
master teacher, presented some of His pro- 
foundest thoughts about man’s relation to God 
and to his fellowman in the form of parables— 
the parable of the prodigal son, for example, 
and the parable of the Good Samaritan. So 
mothers today teach vital truths to their chil- 
dren by means of stories. It may be that the 
writers of the Bible follow the same method as 
they convey to us the important truths of 
man’s early history, that these early stories in 
Genesis are parables or stories or myths which 
enshrine truth which could be conveyed in no 
other way. 

“If we are to understand the Bible we must 
recognize that it contains both poetry and 


“The word of the Lord came unto me say- 
ing...” “Thus saith the Lord,” etc., etc. 


setting of the passage under consideration. I 
know that this seems like a very commonplace 
remark, and yet it is a principle which is fre- 
quently overlooked, and sometimes with very 
unfortunate results. For example, there are 
many Christians who believe that God doomed 
the sons of Ham, i.e., the Negro race, to a po- 
sition of permanent servitude. A study of the 
passage, Gen. 9:25, 10:15f, will make it clear 
that the speaker was Noah and not God, that 
the curse was pronounced on Canaan and not 
on Ham, and that the descendants of Canaan 
were the Canaanites, who were not black peo- 
ple, but white.” 


When we hear the phrase, “thought forms,” while 
readily admitting that they have a valid place, never- 
theless we have learned from experience that the 
phrase is often used to deny the truth of the thought 
expressed and to substitute a thought which is quite 
different. 


The quotation from C. J. Ball is unfortunate for 
all concerned, for the writer of Genesis I was cer- 
tainly not a “Jewish” teacher, unless we admit the 
dishonesty of the book to say naught of its Mosaic 
origin. 

As touching the record of man’s creation, his 
temptation, fall, etc.; man’s knowledge of life, even 
in this twentieth century, is so limited and his fear- 
ful underestimation of the Devil and of sin itself so 
appalling that it does not behoove any of us to make 
light of these accounts. Mothers do teach truth by 
stories but mothers are not the Bible. 


It is also to be remembered that Jesus denounced 
the scribes and Pharisees for the way in which they 
made void the law. The Talmud and other rabbinical 
books are full of absurdities. The Bible contains 
prose and poetry, history and parable. In most cases 
the distinction is obvious. We have no right to teach 
as parable what the Bible clearly represents as 
history. The New Testament clearly treats Adam as 
historical and the fall as historical. 


As to the application of Gen. 9:25 to the Negroes, 
it is to be noted that this is not primarily a question 
of thought-forms, but of interpretation. The curse 
of Canaan had its most obvious reference to the de- 
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struction of the Canaanits commanded by God 
through Moses, because of their abominations. The 
New Testament with its doctrine of universal salva- 
tion offered to all, seeks and tends to abolish slavery 
and injustices of every kind. 


It does make a difference whether Job is history, 
whether Jonah is biography and whether the Old 
Testament prophecies are really prophetic utterances 
or symbolic, and the difference is great. 


Again, to deny the records in the first chapters of 
Genesis pulls out the foundation from under Biblical 
history. It destroys the validity and truthfulness of 
Paul’s theology regarding the first man, Adam. 
Jesus Himself spoke of our first parents as historical 
beings. If this is not what happened, what did 
happen? All over the world, every nation has stories 
about the temptation by Satan, and a serpent, a 
garden, and a woman tempted. Even the Ancient 
Babylonians had something like this. But the Bib- 
lical narrative is stripped of mythical factors and 
stands out in a glorious dignity that no other record 
of the most ancient history possesses. 


of the time. The history of Israel takes on new 
meaning when we consider the relation and the 
culture of the Canaanites and recognize that in 
the Old Testament we have a conflict of re- 
ligions and cultures. The prophets are the 
richest books in the Old Testament, and yet 
they are the hardest to understand, because 
their message is concerned with economic, 
social and political conditions which the av- 
erage reader does not understand. The mes- 
sages of Amos and Hosea stir us to the depths 
when we consider them in the social context, 
when we recall the extremes of riches and pov- 
erty if we contrast the ritualistic and formal 
religiousness of the church people of that day 
with the callous indifference to the way in 
which the mass of people lived. It is hopeless to 
try to understand II Isaiah or Ezekiel apart 
from the exile; or Daniel apart from the Sy- 
rian tyrant, Antiochus Epiphanes. 

“The most important discovery I personally 
have made in recent years is in regard to the 
light thrown on the teachings of Jesus when we 
consider them against their historical back- 
ground. Jesus did not speak His words in a 
vacuum. They were not beautiful ideals totally 
unrelated to life. The Jews were a subject peo- 
ple, seething with bitterness and resentment 











‘ 
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Dr. Thompson: 


“3. The Historical Element. The first prin- 
ciple of Biblical interpretation is what we call 
the grammatico-historical principle of interpre- 
tation. Put in simplest terms this means that 
the Bible means not everything that its words 
can be forced to mean, not what we would like 
for it to mean, not what is morally or spirit- 
ually edifying, but what the writer meant to 
say in his own day; in other words that we are 
to interpret the Bible by ordinary rules of 
grammar, taking into account the historical 
situation. This brings us to the third element 
that we must take into account, as we seek to 
understand the Bible—the historical element. 
And this means that we must give considera- 
tion first of all to the author. 

“If the writers of the Bible were uncon- 
scious instruments in the hands of God, mere 
automatons, this would not matter. But if God 
does not override human personality, and we 
believe that He does not, then the more we 
understand about the author, the times in 
which he lived, the experiences which he him- 
self enjoyed, the purposes he had in mind when 
he wrote, his own peculiarities of style and 
thought, the more we shall understand the mes- 
sage which he brought. 


“The three synoptic gospels tell the same 


story, but they tell it from a slightly different 
point of view. We appreciate each of the gos- 
pels more, we understand them better, when 
we grasp this distinctive point of view. 

“Or take the Book of Daniel. Was it written 
by Daniel himself as literal history, or was it 
written much later by an author who wished to 
encourage the Jews to remain faithful to their 
heritage in the Maccabean struggle? Our inter- 
pretation of this book will depend on the an- 
Swer we give to this all-important question. 

“As these statements suggest we are con- 
cerned, not only with the author, but also, and 
this is even more important, with the historical 
background or environment. 

“The readiness of Abraham to sacrifice Isaac 
and of Jepthah to immolate his beloved 
daughter have to be studied against the ideas 
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and longing eagerly for deliverance. And Jesus 
offered them a way of life that was valid for 
that day and for our own day, a way of salva- 
tion for the individual and for the nation. 
“The Book of Revelation was once the most 
difficult book in the New Testament to under- 
stand, now it is one of the easiest, because we 
understand the literary form in which it was 
written and the historical circumstances which 
called it forth. The Roman Empire was girding 
itself to destroy the Church of Christ, and John 
wrote in familiar apocalyptic imagery to en- 
courage Christians to stand firm, to proclaim 
the final and inevitable victory of the Church. 
“In this connection it is important for us to 
note that the Bible reflects a growth in reli- 
gious understanding, or in other words that the 





The Bible Lives 


Generation follows generation—yet it lives. 
Nations rise and fall—-yet it lives. 
Kings, dictators, presidents come and go—yet it 
lives. 
Hated, despised, cursed—-yet it lives. 
Doubted, suspected, criticized—yet it lives. 
Condemned by atheists—yet it lives. 
Scoffed by scorners—yet it lives. 
Exaggerated by fanatics—yet it lives. 
Misconstrued and misstated—-yet it lives. 
Ranted and raved about—yet it lives. 
Its inspiration denied—-yet it lives. 
Yet it lives—as a lamp to our feet. 
Yet it lives—as a light to our path. 
Yet it lives—as a gift of heaven. 
Yet it lives—as a standard for childhood. 
Yet it lives—as a guide for youth. 
Yet it lives—as an inspiration for the matured. 
Yet it lives—as a comfort for the aged. 
Yet it lives—as food for the hungry. 
Yet it lives—as water for the thirsty. 
Yet it lives—as rest for the weary. 
Yet it lives—as light for the heathen. 
Yet it lives—as salvation for the sinner. 
Yet it lives—as grace for the Christian. 
To know it is to love it. 
To love it is to accept it. 
To accept it means life eternal. 
—Selected. 











Israelites passed through various stages of re- 
ligious development. For example there are 
changing conceptions of God and of what con- 
stitutes service to God. More important is the 
increasing understanding of God’s love. The 
earlier thought of God in Israel was that of a 
severely righteous and even arbitrary God. It 
was only gradually that people were able to 
grasp anything higher. And it is this primitive 
conception of an arbitrary and harsh God that 
accounts for many incidents in the early his- 
tory that used to cause perplexity to readers of 
the Bible—e.g., the extermination of the Ca- 
naanites, or the way in which Samuel hewed 
Agag in pieces before the Lord. If it is true 
that there has been growing religious under- 
standing answering to what we may call a pro- 
gressive revelation it is important for us to 
realize this and to bring it to the attention of 
our students that they shall not take some out- 
grown conception as final truth, but that they 
shall bring all things to the test of God’s reve- 
lation in Jesus Christ. We might note that this 
conception accords with the teaching of Christ: 
‘I came not to destroy the law and the prophets 
but to fulfill’... ‘ye have heard it said by them 
of old time, but I say unto you’ ... and with 
the writer of the Epistle to the Hebrews: ‘God, 
having of old time spoken unto the fathers in 
the prophets by divers portions and in divers 
manners, hath at the end of these days spoken 
unto us in his Son.’ 

“We have been speaking of the historical 
background. The geographical background is 
not so essential, but it is an immense help. As 
the Abingdon Bible Commentary puts it: 
‘When you have formed a picture of the land 
and bring this to the study of the Bible, you 
find it throwing light on all sorts of incidents 
and features of the text. It explains the inci- 
dent of David and Goliath ... It makes the 
parable of the Good Samaritan a new story.’ It 
helps us to appreciate the statesmanship of 
Paul. In the Old Testament the illumination is 
even greater. It throws a flood of light on the 
Red Sea incident, on the crossing of the Jor- 
dan, on the overthrow of Jericho, on the de- 
struction of the cities of the plain, on the 
imagery of the prophets and the poets. The 
classic book in this field is George Adam 
Smith’s great work on the Historical Geo- 
graphy of the Holy Land. ‘It is not too much to 
say that this book is more fascinating than a 
novel, and that, once you have read it, you will 
possess an outfit for the understanding of 
Scripture which you can get nowhere else.’ 

“But this is only one of the many books 
which can be of invaluable assistance to the 
teacher of the Bible. There is a vast amount of 
scholarship which is at your disposal. You can 
never hope to master it all. But there are some 
indispensable aids which no teacher should neg- 
lect. Every serious student of the Bible should 
seek to know everything he can about the hu- 
man element in the Bible, about its literary 
forms, about its geographical and historical 
background. And yet this is never an end in 
itself. It is always a means to a greater end. 
And that leads me to the last element in the 
Bible which I shall mention—the last, and by 
far the most important, that is.” 


This whole section on the historical element in the 
Scripture seems to rule out, or question, the entire 
fact of God’s speaking through His servants. To 
say that God does not “override human personality,” 
is an over-simplification, for if we are to believe the 
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Bible we must face the fact that God did speak 
through men, many things which they did not 
understand or but dimly perceived. To believe other- 
wise means that the prophetic writings must be 
classed as pious frauds. 


The doctrine of “plenary inspiration” of the 
Bible, as taught by Hodge, Warfield and the ablest 
Presbyterian theologians is not a “dictation theory” 
and Dr. Thompson is certainly aware of that fact. 
God did not use automatons but men, and by His 
providence He so fashioned and qualified and con- 
trolled these men that they said voluntarily what 
God told them to say: not, “this is my idea,” but 
“Thus saith the Lord.” 


It is surprising to read of “the readiness of Abra- 
ham to sacrifice Isaac and of Jepthah to immolate 
his daughter.”’ To each it was plainly a supreme act 
of obedience which involved intense anguish. In 
Abraham’s case it was an act of sublime faith per- 
formed in obedience to God’s command, and its full 
meaning, the greatness of Abraham’s faith, is lauded 
in Hebrews. In Jepthah’s case it was the rash act of 
a man whose parentage, upbringing and bandit life 
was responsible for his ignorance of the law of God. 
Hebrews mentions him together with Gideon, 
Barak, and Samson, as a prominent judge, but does 
not commend his sacrificing his daughter. 


The sacrifice of Isaac is an excellent example of 
Scripture interpreting Scripture. The command to 
sacrifice Isaac was in accord with the customs of the 
times which gave a father the power of life and 
death over his own household. (We even knew of 
instances where this right was exercised by a father 
in China as late as thirty years ago). But, the com- 
mand to sacrifice Isaac was the supreme test of 
Abraham’s faith and obedience; and it is so inter- 
preted in Hebrews 11. Compare this with Genesis 
22 :16-18. 


We do not believe that the Book of Daniel was 
written at a later date and palmed off “by an author 
who wished to encourage the Jews to remain faith- 
ful to their heritage in the Maccabean struggle.” 
When Christ spoke of the “Prophet Daniel” we do 
not believe that He was either ignorant or party to 
a further perpetuation of a fraud. 


We are interested in the reference to “II Isaiah” 
because the theory of multiple authorship of Isaiah 
has been brought under review again by the recent 
discovery of manuscripts of Isaiah, the oldest in ex- 
istence. We all write letters in which we change the 
subject and the tempo as circumstances may dictate. 
Certainly we can grant to Isaiah the same privilege. 
Also, Paul in Romans and John in his gospel defi- 
nitely speaks of the Prophet Isaiah. Also, the Greek 
version of Isaiah, probably made later than the 
second century B.C., lends no support to the 
“multiple” theory. 


Hodge, Warfield, Dabney and others faced the 


entire question of inspiration and for their genera- 
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tion settled the question for most Presbyterians. But, 
we have the same questioning in each generation. 
One cannot handle the Bible aright who would do 
so with the ordinary tools of investigation because 
here we are dealing with a divinely inspired Book, 
not the product of the imagination of men. 


We make no profession of being a deep student of 
the Bible and we certainly have found the Book of 
Revelation most difficult in many ways. Here we 
are told that this new method of interpretation 
makes it “one of the easiest” to understand. 


If one regards this as being in large measure 
crypto-history, with very little real prediction in its 
pages, with most of the “fulfilment” of the book as 
having taken place, then it may be “easy” to under- 
stand. On the other hand, if much is yet to be ful- 
filled and if the prophecies of this book are valid, 
then the world yet faces catostrophe and cataclysm, 
while ultimate prospects for the redeemed are 
glorious. 


We are convinced that man must approach the 
Scriptures with the clear understanding that here we 
have God’s revelation to man. While man can never 
exhaust the love of God the same Bible—the same 
New Testament—which tells us that God is love, 
also says: “For our God is a consuming fire.” Jesus 
quoted the words of Jehovah to Abraham, “I am the 
God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the 
God of Jacob,” in a way which clearly shows that 
the God of the fathers was the Heavenly Father 
whom He revealed to men. The Presbyterian 
Tribune, an independent liberal paper published 
within the bounds of the U.S.A. Church, recently 


carried an article: “Why Not A Holy Bible?” In. 


this article we find these statements: “In the books 
which precede the Prophets there is pictured a God 
so revolting as to be compared only to Hit- 
ler” .. . “In some of the stories Jehovah hasn’t even 
the moral sense of his worshippers” ... ““The God 
of the earlier books of the Bible is a creature in a 
perpetual rage, with not even an elemental sense of 
justice.” But, despite these critics, Jesus says the 
God of the Old Testament and the God of the New 


Testament is the same God and Father of Our Lord 
Jesus Christ. 


' We must remember that the most terrible words 
in all Scripture as to the fate of the unrepentant 
sinner come to us from the lips of the loving Sav- 
tour. “The wrath of the Lamb” is an impressive 
and awe-inspiring phrase, while Paul says: “Know- 


ing therefore the terror of the Lord, we persuade 
men. 


From the Old Testament records we see some- 
thing of God’s righteousness and holiness and we 
strongly demur regarding the statement: “It is this 
Primitive conception of an arbitrary and harsh God 
that accounts for many incidents in the early history 
that used to cause perplexity to readers of the 
Bible—e.g., the extermination of the Canaanites, or 
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the way in which Samuel hewed Agag in pieces be- 
fore the Lord.” 


In fact we believe the idea that the God of these 
early Israelites was really something born of man 
and not revealed by God is one of the most dan- 
gerous ideas in Biblical theology. To revert again to 
God’s command to destroy the Canaanites. Who are 
we to question this command? These people had 
sunk to the depths of sensuality. Their religion was 
based on the worship of sex. This has been abun- 
dantly confirmed by archeological discoveries. Al- 
bright, in his book, “From The Stone Age To Chris- 
tianity,” tells how these people even used images of 
the sexual organs as objects of worship. God knew 
His people must be kept from the pollution and the 
depravity of these people. He ordered their destruc- 
tion much as a surgeon would remove a cancer. 


This entire section on the historical element is a 
rehashing of criticisms and objections to the Bible 
which have been current in each generation for hun- 
dreds of years. They have never contributed any- 
thing but unrest and dissension but they have been 
answered effectively again and again. This writer 
knows that he has answered them in a very in- 
efficient way but he feels impelled out of a deep 
sense of distress for those who come under such 
teaching and think that this is the product of late 
and assured scholarship. 


Dr. Thompson now comes to his final section: 


“4. The Divine Element. There are some who 
think that the Bible is merely a human book, 
recording the story of man’s search after God, 
containing the story of his mistaken guesses as 
well as his true conclusions. Even if this were 
true its value would still be beyond estimation. 
It is a book that has influenced our civilization 
more deeply than any other, a book that re- 
flects human hopes, aspirations and tempta- 
tions, that comforts, guides and inspires us as 
no other book in all the world. But this view 
has never been satisfactory to the Church, and 
I presume is not satisfactory to any of us. 

“We believe that there is a God who has re- 
vealed Himself to man in His words and in His 
deeds, a God who has spoken His final message 
to men in the life and death and resurrection 
of Jesus. We believe that the Bible is the Word 
of God because in it God’s Word comes to us; 
because we experience His saving power in 
Christ; because here as nowhere else in all the 
world, we come in living contact with God who 
is Father, Son and Holy Spirit. 

“Why do people continue to come to church 
and Sunday School, week after week, year 
after year, in spite of all the attractions of our 
modern age, in spite of the feeble messages 
that they hear so often from the pulpit, in spite 
of the weak and inadequate presentation of the 
Word which they find in the Sunday School? It 
is because consciously or unconsciously they 
wish to find God, to be lifted up for a moment 
at least out of themselves into that spiritual 
realm, which at times enchants them with its 
beauty and sustains them with its power, to 
hear some message from God’s Word, some 
authentic Word of God that will speak to the 
real needs of their soul. 

“Why do men continue to read this book, 











written some parts of it thousands of years 
ago, in spite of all the modern literature which 
floods from our press, and the messages which 
flood the air? Many reasons might be given, 
but in the last analysis it is because the God 
who created the heavens and the earth and the 
sea, the God who thundered at Sinai, who in- 
spired the prophets and who sent His Son, the 
God in whom we live and move and have our 
being, still speaks through its pages to those, 
but only to those who are willing to hearken to 
His voice. 


“And that is why we seek to know this book 
and to make it known; not that men may ap- 
preciate its literature, or understand its his- 
tory, or even that they may know its doctrines, 
but that they may learn to know Him whom to 
know aright is life eternal; that each man may 
hear for himself that voice of the living God 
who calls us in ideals, warns us in remorse, 
comforts us with His pardon, and sustains us 
with His power; that each may hear that voice 
and respond to it, and so that His kingdom may 
come, His will be done increasingly on earth, 
even as it is in heaven, and that finally we and 
all whom we love, may be reunited with Him 
throughout all eternity. 

“God grant that we may so read and that 
each of us may hear His Word in our own 
hearts. Amen.” 


Dr. Thompson’s final section on the divine ele- 
ment in the Bible is well written and it is both per- 
suasive and deceptive. But no sweet words of praise 
of the Bible can atone for the strictures which con- 
stitute the first part of the article. After raising a 
question as to the historical reliability and truthful- 
ness of parts of God’s Word; after suggesting that 
some of the prophetic records may actually be pre- 
dated frauds (Daniel for instance) ; after question- 
ing the recorded acts and commands of God; after 
questioning the relevancy of much of the Bible for 
the problems of our day; after questioning the right 
to compare Scripture with Scripture; after present- 
ing the Bible as primarily man’s quest for and ex- 
perience with God; after offering us a Bible replete 
with human error and misconception of God, a 
book only to be understood and evaluated by critical 
scholarships: then we have this final section in which 
the Bible is spoken of as the “Word of God because 
in it God’s Word comes to us.” 


If the critical views recounted in the entire article 
by Dr. Thompson are not held by him personally, 
then he has been completely derelict in his duty by 
not answering them. 


We are fully aware of the fact that there are 
those who claim that the historical facts of the Bible 
are unimportant, some even regarding them as myth, 
legend or folklore, and that this position does not 
damage the cause of Christianity. They feel that 
they can tear the Bible to pieces, stress the human 
element and find its errors and yet say it is the 
Book, through which God speaks to man. There is 
a mysticism and an instability here which is dan- 
gerous. There is required a type of intellectual 
gymnastics, even a blind spot, which the forthright 
find it hard to understand. 
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Why should God need to use a human book, 
written centuries ago, full of human errors and rep- 
resenting an antiquated viewpoint in order to speak 
savingly to men? Why doesn’t He speak to them 
directly? And if the Bible is such a human and 
fallible book, how are the men of today to separate 
the wheat from the chaff and to tell with certainty 
what is true and of permanent value and what is 
superceded and human error? 


The issue is whether God has given us a depend- 
able revelation of Himself and of His will for man 
in the Bible, or whether we have such a com- 
mingling of divine truth and human error that only 
the thoroughly equipped “critics” can decide which 
is which. For the Higher Critic to place a Bible in 
the hands of the unsaved, at home or abroad, there 
must be a tell-tale tongue in the cheek. 


The last paragraph shows the inherent weakness, 
as well as the fallacy, of the critical attitude to the 
Word of God. To affirm that one can intelligently 
know “Him whom to know aright is life eternal,” 
without at the same time knowing the doctrines 
which have to do with His Person and His Work, 
is to ask an intellectual and a spiritual impossibility. 
To suggest that we can know Him in His fulness 
without knowing the redemptive history which cul- 
minates in the story of His earthly life, death and 
resurrection, is simply to ignore facts. Unless this 
history is factual, we know nothing definitely about 
Him who is declared to be the Saviour of the world, 
Unless the doctrines which explain and give a reason 
for the facts are true, the facts themselves become 
meaningless. 

With a world teetering on the brink of chaos; 
with our own nation showing the seeds of moral 
and spiritual disintegration, which, if unchecked, 
mean certain national destruction; with the hearts 
of men desperately sinful and needing the redeeming 
and atoning work of the Lord Jesus Christ; it is 
tragic beyond words that Christians should find it 
necessary to reaffirm faith in the Word of God as 
the Sword of the Spirit, the one thing Satan fears 
and against which he is unable to stand. 


God has not given us a bent Sword nor has He 
placed in our hands a weapon which is unable to 
cope with the needs of man, regardless of his con- 
dition or race. Today it is those men who have an 
unclouded faith in the Bible as the Word of God, 
who trust its records, its doctrines and the One it 
presents as the only Saviour and Redeemer of man- 
kind, who under the power of God are meeting the 
problems of their own lives and who are preaching 
and teaching with a power which is not their own— 
the power of the Holy Spirit. 

Again we say: Words of praise for the Bible are 
not particularly impressive when they follow the de- 
tailed recounting of critical objections to God’s 
Word, from sources where one has the right to ex- 
pect just the opposite. For these are criticisms and 
objections which can only multiply and magnify dis- 
trust in both the trustworthiness and the authority 
of the Bible. 
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SABBATH SCHOOL LESSONS 





LESSON FOR FEBRUARY 3 


REV. J. KENTON PARKER 











4 Pharisee And A Repentant Woman 


Scripture: Luke 7:36-50. Devotional Reading: 
Psalm 32. 


Psalm 32 is a psalm of confession and forgiveness; the blessing of forgiveness. David was a great sinner. He 
was guilty of two of the most heinous sins—adultery and murder. His great penitential prayer is found in 
Psalm 51, and his thanksgiving for forgiveness in our devotional reading, Psalm 32. They are companion 
psalms. In his prayer he pleads for forgiveness; in this psalm he is praising God for forgiveness. He gives a 
vivid picture of his miserable condition when unconfessed sin was in his heart.” When I kept silence, my bones 


waxed old through my roaring all the day long. For 
day and night thy hand was heavy upon me: my 
moisture is turned into the drought of summer.” 
Like a man burning up with fever, he spent his days 
and nights tormented by his guilty conscience. When 
a good man sins he has no peace until he confesses 
his sin: “If we confess our sins He is faithful and 
just to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us from all 
unrighteousness. 


David finally repented and was forgiven and in 
his restored joy he writes this beautiful psalm. 


There is a vast difference in people in regard to 
their sensitiveness to sin. Conscience may be seared 
as with a hot iron, or it may be a misguided con- 
science; it needs to be enlightened by the Word of 
God and by the Spirit of God, otherwise it may lead 
in the wrong direction. Paul thought he was doing 
right when he was bitterly persecuting the Christians. 
A man who is outwardly respectable and moral does 
not often see the hidden sins of his own heart. In 
fact, many men do not seem to realize that selfish- 
ness, pride, coldness, and indifference to the needs of 
others, as well as many other hidden sins are sins at 
all. They see easily the sins of the drunkard, the 
gambler, the libertine, the breaker of the law, but do 
not see those which are in the heart and mind, but 
break the law of love. 


In our lesson we have a striking contrast between 
two sinners: a sinful Pharisee, and a sinful woman. 
Outwardly they were as far apart as two people could 
be, but both were sinners. The one was conscious of 
her sin; the other was unaware of his. The one 
thought he was all right; the other knew that she 
was all wrong. 


1. The Meal. This was very different from the 
feast made by Levi to which he had invited all of his 
“sinner. friends.” This Pharisee, like Nicodemus, had 
evidently become interested in, and attracted by, the 
great Teacher and Healer whose fame was beginning 
to spread abroad. There may have been a touch of 
condescension in his asking Jesus to come and eat 
with him. Sometimes a prominent man will invite 
a preacher to his home and make him feel very much 
as Jesus felt in the Pharisee’s house. Even a king or 
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a president should remember that a minister is an 
ampassador of the Supreme Ruler of the Universe, 
by Whose permission they have their position and 
autuority. This proud Pharisee seems to have had no 
real faith or love for Christ. 


2. The Woman Who Was a Sinner. Eastern peo- 
ple are more informal than we are, and uninvited 
guests would come to feasts. This woman, who was 
evidently a believer in Jesus, heard He was there, 
and came to show her love and gratitude. She ex- 
pressed her feelings in the typical oriental manner. 
The aiabaster box of ointment was costly, but she 
brought her gift and lavishly bestowed it upon Him, 
anointing Huis feet with the ointment and drying 
them with her hair. We in the West do not, of 
course, express ourselves in just this way. (Compare 
this anointing with that of Mary later on in His min- 
istry. ‘Lhese were entirely different types of women, 
but both show their devotion in this beautiful way). 


3. The Criticism of the Pharisee. \t was unspok- 
en, but it was there in his mind and heart. He felt 
the same way that those other critics of our Lord felt 
when they said, \WWhy does your Master eat with pub- 
licans and sinners? Their idea of holiness was not 
to touch or associaie with sucn people. They would 
draw their robes around themselves when passing 
them on the street. They did not seem to realize that 
sin is a matter of the heart and is not caught like 
some contagious disease. “He spake within himeslf, 
saying, This man, if he were a prophet, would have 
known who and what manner of woman this is that 
touchest him: for she is a sinner.” But this “sinner” 
is a repentant sinner; she was weeping; her tears 
washed His feet, while she wiped them with the hairs 
of her head. Here is sorrow for sin, godly sorrow: 
here is gratitude for her Saviour and Friend: here 
is a devotion which did not count the cost. 


4. Jesus’ Reply. Notice that Jesus answered the 
thought in the mind of the Pharisee. All things are 
naked and open unto Him with whom we have to 
do. He reads our minds. We do not have to s 
before He knows what is going on within us. Jesus 
not only knew the character of this woman, but He 
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also knew the cold, self-righteous heart of the man 
who was criticising Him. 

He replies in His characteristic way; by telling a 
story. It is a short simple story, but it has a very 
sharp point. It takes up but two verses but it makes 
Simon see himself in a new light, and also the woman 
whom he so despised. “There was a certain creditor 
which had two debtors: the one owed five hundred 
pence, and the other fifty. And when they had noth- 
ing to pay, he frankly forgave them both. Tell me 
therefore, which of them will love him most?” Simon 
answered and said, I suppose that he, to whom he 
forgave most. And he said unto him, Thou hast 
rightly judged. 

Then Jesus elaborates, or explains, His parable. 

From this explanation we can draw our own con- 
clusions as to the discourtesy of His host, and his 
real attitude toward Jesus. There were customary 
courtesies in the East which had been overlooked by 
the Pharisee. It was customary to have the feet of 
tired and dusty guests washed in cool water. (Com- 
pare the scene in the Upper Room when Jesus and 
His disciples met to keep the Passover Feast. He 
washed the feet of His disciples although some of 
them ought to have done this). It was customary to 
greet a guest with a kiss, and anoint his head with 
oil. The Pharisee had greeted his Guest, the Guest 
from heaven, with none of these tokens of love and 
friendship and courtesy. He had treated Him in a 
cold, distant, discourteous manner, showing that he 
had no genuine love for Christ, or belief in Him as 
the Messiah. There was a lack of hospitality which 
marred the meal and disclosed the indifference of 
the host. 


In most striking contrast to this coldness and dis- 


courtesy on the part of the Pharisee we see the 


humble devotion of this sinful woman. 


5. Thy Sims are Forgiven. This woman had re- 
vealed two facts; her faith, and her love. These are 
the basic facts which mark us as true followers of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. 


These words of Jesus, “Thy sins are forgiven”, 
moved some to say, Who is this that forgiveth sins 
also? As in the case of the paralytic borne of four, 
they realized that the forgiveness of sins is a pre- 
rogative of God. The trouble with all these people 
was that they refused to see a fact that was clearly 
revealed, namely, that He was God in the flesh. As 
the Incarnate Son of God He had the authority on 
earth to forgive sins. 

“And he said to the woman. Thy faith hath saved 
thee; go in peace.” It is faith that saves, or rather, 
we are saved by grace through faith, but faith works 
by love, and our faith, if it is a living faith, will man- 
ifest itself in our deeds. 

The Pharisee is representative of many unrepent- 
ant, self-righteous, men and women. They pretend, 
some of them, that they have a great deal of respect 
for the Great Teacher, but treat Him as coldly and 
as unbelievingly as this man. Such people can never 
love him devotedly because they see no need of His 
forgiveness. Talk of sin, and you insult them! Two 
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“Books That Never 
Grow Old” 


The Suffering Saviour 
By F. W. Krummacher 

A magnificent, reverently dramatized por- 
trayal of the last days of Christ before Cal- 
vary ... its eloquent unfolding of Holy Week 
makes fascinating reading. $3.50. 


Memories Of McCheyne 
By Andrew Bonar 

Letters and messages of Robert Murray Mc- 
Cheyne ... one of the greatest devotional 
books ever written. $3.50. 


The Holy War 
By John Bunyan 
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over a human soul. $3.50. 


The Life And Diary Of 
David Brainerd 
By Jonathan Edwards 
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The Glory Of Christ 
By John Owen 
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society women were overheard to remark as they left 
a church where an outspoken preacher had pro- 
claimed the truth about sin, “Why he actually called 
us sinners”! The worst sins are those of such people. 
Morally and socially they may be better than the out- 
casts, but spiritually, they are dead and cold. 


This poor woman is a type of a vast number of 
redeemed men and women, whether “out-broken” 
sinners, or not, who see their sins and turn to Him 
with tears of repentance and love. “I believe in the 
forgiveness of sins”: so we repeat in the Apostle’s 
Creed. Do we realize what the forgiveness of our 
sins cost? Have we heard Him say, “Thy sins are 
forgiven”? 








YOUNG PEOPLE’S DEPARTMENT 





YOUTH PROGRAM FOR FEBRUARY 3 


REV. H. LAWRENCE LOVE, JR. 





Jesus Calls Us 


Thrilling words! Jesus calls us! The Eternal Son of God, the Lord of Glory calls us! How do we know He 
calls ws? Because He said, “I came not to call the righteous, but sinners to repentance,” and since we have all 
sinned and come short of the glory of God, we may know that He came to call us! He said, “I came to seek 
and to save that which was lost,” so we who were lost, having gone astray, may know that He came to seek us! 
Let’s stop, look, and listen for a moment as we consider the wonderful thought suggested by our topic. Let's 


stop—"“Be still, and know that I am God.” Let’s 
look—"“Behold the Lamb of God which taketh away 
the sin of the world.” Let’s listen—“My sheep hear 
my voice.” Jesus calls us! 


Jesus Calls Us To Come 


“Come unto me, all ye that labor and are heavy 
laden, and I will give you rest.” What a marvelous 
invitation to sin-laden, world-weary hearts! The only 
One who can lift our load of sin, bear our guilt and 
shame, remove our feet from the miry clay, raise us 
from the pit of despair and set our feet upon the solid 
rock, says, “Come unto me!” 


In Pilgrim’s Progress (and if you haven't read it, 
you should do it at once!) poor, weary Christian, 
fleeing from the City of Destruction, seeking the 
City of Zion, bore a dreadful burden on his back. 
Try as he would, he could not rid himself of the 
heavy load. Then, guided by Evangelist, he came to 
a place where stood a cross, the cross on which the 
Prince of Glory died. When he reached that spot, 
the bonds were loosed and the burden rolled down 
the hill and was lost to sight in an empty tomb! 


Sadly enough, many who call themselves Christian, 
even as that weary pilgrim, have tried in vain to get 
rid of the burden of guilt that weighs upon their 
souls. They need to hear the call of Jesus, “Come 
unto me!” For at Calvary the burden will be lifted 
by Him who bore our sins in His own body, that we, 
being dead to sin, might live unto righteousness. 
Come to Jesus, weary soul, and find rest. 


Jesus Calls Us To Abide 


“Abide in me, and I in you . . . He that abideth in 
me, and I in him, the same bringeth forth much 
fruit: for without me ye can do nothing.” When our 
hearts are opened to the Lord to receive Him as 
Saviour, truly “the winter is past, the rain is over 
and gone; the flowers appear .. . ,” and “the time 
of singing of birds is come.” But all too often in the 
springtime of our souls when the vines put forth 
their tender grapes, the little foxes spoil the vines, 
and the joy of salvation begins to fade, and our 
service to the Lord becomes a weariness of the flesh. 
Then we wonder why. The answer is simple. The 
same Jesus who calls us to come that He might give 
us rest, calls us to abide that we might find rest. 


Peter had been called from his nets and could say 
to the Lord, “We have left all and followed thee.” 





But when he sinned against the Lord, and followed 
afar off, the sense of guilt and loss so haunted his 
heart that he said, “I go fishing.” Or in other words, 
“Ive failed. I’ve lost my first joy and victory. I'll 
just go back and take up where I left off.” Then he 
learned to abide, and wrote out of a heart that rest- 
ed in Christ, “The God of all grace, who called you 
unto his eternal glory in Christ, . . . shall himself 
perfect, establish, strengthen you.” 


Unless we abide in Christ, in faithful, moment-by- 
moment fellowship with the Lord, we cannot expect 
to experience the fulness of the blessing. The joy of 
salvation, for young or old, comes only through abid- 
ing in Christ. 


Jesus Calls Us To Go 


“Whom shall I send, and who will go for us?” 
Thus the Lord called Isaiah, and thus He continues 
to call today, this “Jesus Christ, the same yesterday, 
and today, and forever.” 


First He calls us to come, that He might cleanse 
us from sin. Then He calls us to abide, that He 
might strengthen from within. Then He calls us to 
go with the gospel where it has never been. 


The “other sheep” must hear, and only those who 
know the way can show the way. Let’s be reminded 
again that Jesus said, “Ye have not chosen me, but 
I have chosen you, and appointed you that you should 
bring forth fruit.” 


He called His disciples, saying, “Come, follow me.” 
For three years He taught them concerning the 
Kingdom of heaven, and revealed to them the way, 
the truth and the life. He taught them to abide in 
Him, and promised to abide in them. Then just be- 
fore He went back to His Father, He said, “Go ye 
into all the world, and preach the gospel to every 
creature!” 


When Jesus went away, having finished His work 
of providing salvation for the souls of men, He left 
to us the task of preaching salvation to the souls of 
men. “As the Father hath sent me, even so send I 
you. 


Every heart that has heard and obeyed the call of 
Jesus to come, should hear His call to abide and 
obey His call to go. Every Christian who has come 
to Him should abide in Him and go for Him! 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 




















FLYNN V. LONG 


ALLEN SMITH 


ED ROBERTSON 








GRADUATE FELLOWSHIP AWARDS at Austin Theological Semi- 
nary have been presented to the seniors shown here: (above, left to right, 
Flynn V. Long Jr., Austin, received fellowship given by last year’s gradu- 
ating class; Allen Smith, Alvin, Tex., received fellowship given by women 
of the First church, Houston, Tex., (Katherine Red Parker Fellowship) ; 
Ed Robertson, San Antonio, Tex., received the Alumni Fellowship. At 


left, Gerald Slusser, Dallas, Tex., received the Board Fellowship. 
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CHURCH NEWS 





Mrs. Hobson Dies 
In Blountville: Was 
Missionary For 31 Years 


Mrs. J. Kemp Hobson, missionary to Africa for 
thirty-one years, died in Blountville, Tenn. Dec. 18, 


1951. Mrs. Hobson was a native of Texas, and she - 


and Mr. Hobson were in this country on their reg- 
ular furlough. Mrs. Hobson is survived by her hus- 
band and daughter, Mrs. E. U. Harr of Memphis, 
Tenn.; her mother, Mrs. Mary Ellen Williamson; and 
two sisters, Mrs. J. A. Webb and Miss Sarah William- 
son, all of San Antonio, Texas. 


Mr. and Mrs. James Irby of the Congo Mission ar- 
tived in this country Dec. 16 for furlough. They 
will spend most of their time in Texas. 


_ Miss Emily Boehler of the Congo Mission will ar- 
five sometime the latter part of January for her fur- 
lough year. 


Miss Jean Holmes of our Japan Mission was mar- 
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ried Nov. 28 to Rev. Malcolm Carrick of the Pres- 
byterian, U.S.A. Mission in Japan. Mrs. Carrick’s ad- 
dress is: 10 Shogoin, Higashi Machi, Sakyo ku, Kyo- 


to, Japan. 
Vital statistics from the Congo: 


Berta Jane Vass was born Dec. 8 in Bibanga, the 
daughter of Mr. and Mrs. John Vass. 


Charles Baskerville White was born to Dr. and 
Mrs. Carlton White at Bibanga on Dec. 6. 


Janet Carper was born at Bibanga on Nov. 11 to 
Rev. and Mrs. Day Carper. 





Begin Freshman Work 


SECOND SEMESTER — JANUARY 26, 1952, AT 
PRESBYTERIAN JUNIOR COLLEGE 


and after attending ten weeks of 
SUMMER SCHOOL — JUNE 9, 1952 
you may rank as sophomore. 
PREPARATORY DEPARTMENT with 10th - llth - 12th 
Grades. Thoroughness. Personal attention. Christian emphasis. 


Write For Catalog To: Box BW, Maxton, N. C. 
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are ready to offer their lives 


to the missionary service... 


WILL WE OFFER OUR MONEY TO SUPPORT THEM ? 


More than 6,000 young people in our high schools, colleges and 
seminaries have expressed interest in introducing people to Christ in 
other lands. Will we match with gifts and sacrifices the spirit that 


prompts these young people to offer their lives? 


The need is greater than ever, yet we give less proportionately to 


~ 


World Missions each year. 


Will we frustrate youth when we are asked to do so comparatively 


little? Give yourself—through your gifts. 


Lets train more Missionaies! 


to introduce people to Christ in our portion of World Missions through 
TITHING. 
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